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DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH  AND 
HUMAN  SERVICES 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

20  CFR  Ch.  Ill 

21  CFR  Ch.  I 
42CFRCh8.MV 

45  CFR  Subtitle  A,  Chs.  II,  III,  and  Xllt 
Semi-Annual  Agenda  of  Regulations 

agency:  Department  of  Health  and 
Human  Services. 


ACTION:  Publicatimi  of  semi-annual 
agenda  of  regulations  (Executive  Order 
12291  and  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act 
of  1980). 

SUMMARY:  The  President’s  February  17. 
1981,  Executive  Order  on  Regulations 
(Executive  Order  12291)  and  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  of  1980 
require  the  Department  to  publish  an 
agenda  of  signiHcant  regulations  being 
developed  and  an  indication  of  those 
regulatory  actions  that  are  being 
analyzed  for  their  effect  on  small 
businesses.  The  Department  published 
its  last  agenda  on  April  30, 1981. 


FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

For  further  inquiries  or  comments 
related  to  specific  regulations  listed  in 
the  agenda,  the  public  is  encouraged  to 
contact  the  appropriate  responsible 
individual.  .  i 

Questions  or  comment^  on  the  overall 
agenda  should  be  sent  to:  John  Casciotti, 
Deputy  Executive  Secretary,  Office  of 
the  Secretary,  Department  of  Health  and 
Human  Services,  200  Independence 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20201, 
Telephone:  (202)  245-7462. 

Dated:  October  30, 1981. 

Robert  S.  Schweiker, 

Secretary  of  Health  and  Human  Services. 
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Title  I  Summary  I  Contact 


_ Office  o(  the  Secretary _  _ 

OCR-1— Nondiscrimination  on  the  A  Description:  The  regulation  will  prohibit  age  discrimination  in  programs  and  activities  that  George  Lyon,  Office  of  the  General  Counsel.  Civil  Rights 
Basis  of  Age  In  Federally  Assisted  receive  financial  assistance  from  the  Department  Division,  (202)  245-6248.  330  Independence  Ave. 

Programs.  B.  Why  Significent  The  regulation  will  set  forth  the  specific  responsibilities  of  rscipienis  and  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20201. 

will  protect  Individuals  from  age  descrimination  in  HHS-assisted  programs  and  activitlea. 

C.  Regulatory  Analysis:  Not  required . — . . . - 

D.  Need  Pursuant  to  the  Act  the  Secretary  Is  required  to  promulgals  agency-specific 
regulations  setting  forth  the  responsibilities  of  its  recipients. 

E.  Lege/  Basis-  42  U.S.C.  8101  at  seq . . 

F.  Chronology:  Government-wide  final  regulations  to  implement  the  Act  warn  published  by 
the  Deparmient  in  the  Federal  Reoister  on  June  12,  1979  (44  FR  33788).  The 
Department's  agency-specific  NPRM  was  published  September  24,  1979  (44  FR  M108). 

Comment  period  ended  November  23. 1979. 

G.  Regulatory  Flexibility  Anaiysia  Requireh:  No — . . . . . . 

Cost  Allocation  Plans  for  Public  As-  A  Description:  Revision  and  Consolidation  of  current  program  regulations  on  submission  and  Edward  Tracy,  Office  of  Grant  and  Contract  Financial 
sistance  Programs.  approval  of  cost  allocation  plans  used  by  State  agencies  to  claim  administrative  costs  on  ManagemenL  Room  S33-H,  Humphrey  Bldg.,  200 

public  assistance  programs  (e.g.  Medicaid,  AFDC  etc.).  '  Independence  Avenue  SW.,  Washirigton.  D.C.  ^201, 

B.  Why  Significant  Relation  would  provide  comprehensive  guidance  on  the  submission  202-755-7633. 
and  approval  of  cost  allocation  pians  required  to  claim  administrativa  cost  on  ail  HHS 

financed  public  assistance  programs.  > 

C.  ReguMoty  Analysis:  tkATSxtiinA . . . . 

D.  Need  To  clarify  requirements,  elitninate  duplicative  coverage  in  kidMduel  program 
regulations,  provide  more  definitive  guidance,  and  simplify  appeals  procedures  relaled  to 
“croes-cutting"  cost  disaUowances. 

E.  Legal  Basis-  Sec.  1102, 49  Slat  647, 42  U.aC.  1302 . . . . 

F.  Chronotoayr  NPRM  Published  1/81 . . 

Q.  Regulatory  Flexibility  Analysis  Required:  No . . . . . . . 

Equipment  Acquired  Under  Public  As-  A  Description:  Revision  and  consoNdeUon  of  current  program  regulationa  on  the  aNowabHity  Edward  Tracy,  Office  of  Grant  and  Contract  Financial 
sistance  Proems.  of  equipmeni  costs  undar  public  assistance  programs  (e.g.,  Medicaid,  AFDC,  etc.)  and  on  ManagemenL  Room  533-H,  Humphrey  Bldg.,  200 

the  management  and  disposition  of  equipment  under  the  programs.  Independence  Avenue  SW.,  Washirigton,  D.C.  20201, 

B.  Why  Signiheant  Regulation  would  substantially  liberalize  and  simplify  current  regulations  202-755-7633. 
on  the  subject. 

C.  Regutatory  Anafysla:  Not  required . . . . . . 

D.  Need  To  establish  a  more  realistic  threshold  for  determining  whether  equipment  costs 
can  be  claimed  at  the  time  of  purchase  or  must  be  depreciated.  Aiso  needed  to  sllminste 
duplicative  coverage  in  individual  program  regulations,  and  to  simplify  and  dsrify  regula¬ 
tions. 

E.  Legai  Basis:  Sec.  1102,  49  Stat  647, 45  U.S.C.  1302  _  _ 

F.  Chronology:  NPRM  Publlshod  7/81 .  . 

G.  Regulatory  Flexibi/ty  Analysis  Reriuiret/:  No .  . . . . . 

Payments  With  Checks-Pakt  Letters  of  A  Description:  The  regulations  will  require  that  certain  reopiem  organizations  adopt  the  .David  Dukes,  Deputy  Assistant  Seaetary  for  Finance, 
Credit  and  Delay-of-Drawdown  Let-  checks-paid  letter  of  credit  technique  or  the  altemative  delay-of-drawdCMn  technique.  Room  705D  Hubert  Humphrey  Building,  200 

ters  of  Credit  B.  Why  Significant:  Provides  as  a  regulatory  base  that  a  uniform  funding  medtod  be  used  in  Independence  Ave.  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20201, 

making  funds  available  to  DHHS  recipient  organizations.  The  funding  method  wM  insure  (202)  254-7084. 

that  any  recipient  organization  which  draws  an  advance  of  Federal  funds,  uskig  a  letter  of 
credit  wHI  have  their  funds  as  they  need  them,  but  not  far  in  advance  of  thsir  need: 

C.  Regulatory  Analysis:  Not  required . . . . 

D.  Need  While  the  statute  does  not  mandate  regulations,  the  magnbude  of  advance 
payments  to  recipient  organizations  require  that  more  sophiscated  fundtog  mechanisms  be 
utilized. 

E.  Lege/  Basis-  42  U.S.C.  4213 . . . 

F.  Chronology:  None . . . . . . 

G.  Regulatory  Flexi/llty  Analysis  Required  No . . . - . . . . 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  217  /  Tuesday,  November  10,  1981  /  Proposed  Rules 


Department  of  Health  and  Human  Services  Semiannual  Regulations  Agenda  and  Review  List— Continued 


Supplemental  Security  Income  Pro¬ 
gram:  Eligibility;  20  CFR  Part  416 
Subpart  B. 


Supplemental  Security  Income  Pro¬ 
gram:  Reductions,  Suspensions, 
and  Terminations;  CFR  Part  416, 
Subpart  M. 


Supplemental  Security  Income  Pro¬ 
gram:  Benefits  for  Severely  Dis¬ 
abled  Performing  Substantial  Gain¬ 
ful  Activity;  20  CFR  Part  416,  Sub¬ 
part  B. 


Supplemental  Security  Income  Pro¬ 
gram;  Age  18  Deeming  and  Alien 
Deeming;  20  CFR  Part  416,  Subpart 
K. 


Supplemental  Security  Income  Pro¬ 
gram;  Sheltered  Workshops  (1)  and 
Earned  Income  Tax  Credits  (2);  20 
CFR  Part  416,  Subpart  K. 


Aid  to  Families  With  Dependent  Chil¬ 
dren;  Disclosure  of  Information  for 
Audhs;  45  CFR  205.50. 


Social  Security  Administration 


A.  DescripHoK  These  regulations  will  clarify  the  requirements  tor  Individuals  to  be  eligible  tor 
SSI  benefits. 

B.  Why  Significant  The  basic  rules  on  eligibility  under  the  SSI  program  will  be  described  in 
clear  language. 

C.  ftegulatofy  impact  Anafysis:  Not  required . . . 

D.  Need-  These  regulations  are  being  reviewed  to  consider  the  possible  need  tor  potcy 
revisions,  additions,  or  deletions.  They  are  betog  rewritten  to  make  them  clearer  and  easier 
to  understand. 

E.  Lagai  Basis:  42  U.S.a  1302,  tSSta,  t382c,  1383,  and  1383b . . 

F.  Chronology:  A  Notice  of  Decision  to  Regulate  was  pubished  March  27,  1979  (44  FR 
18237).  An  NPRM  was  published  on  September  4, 1980  (45  FR  58503). 

G.  Begulatofy  Flexiiilily  Analysis  Requirad:  No . 

A.  Oescription-  These  propo^  regulations  will  clarify  the  rules  tor  reducing  suspending  and 
terminating  an  SSI  recipient's  benefits. 

B.  Why  Significant  The  proposed  rules  wM  describe  situations  when  a  person  may  not 
receive  all  or  part  of  his  or  her  SSI  benefits. 

C.  Ragufafoty  Impact  Analysis-  Not  required . . . 

0.  Naact  These  regulations  ate  being  reviewed  to  consider  the  possible  need  tor  policy 

revisions,  additions,  or  deletions.  They  are  being  rewritten  to  make  them  clearer  and  easier 
to  understand. 

E.  Legal  Basis-  42  UAG  1302, 1382,  1382c,  1382d,  and  1383 . . 

F.  Chronology:  A  Notice  of  Decision  to  Develop  Regulations  was  published  on  June  19, 1979 
(44  FR  35241). 

G.  RegulaHiry  Flaxijieiy  Analysis  Required:  No . . . . . _.... 

A.  Description:  These  regulations  will  clarify  how  SSA  wM  interpret  and  apply  the  unique 
eligibility  factors  which  are  necessary  tor  status  as  a  supplernental  income  recipient  for 
purposes  of  Title  XIX.  They  will  also  explain  the  eligibility  factors  which  must  be  met  to 
acquire  arxl  retain  eligibility  tor  special  SSI  payments  while  an  individual  is  engaged  in 
substantial  gainful  activity. 

B.  Why  Significant  This  is  a  3-year  demonstration  program  which  affects  indhriduals  who 
work  despite  disabling  Impairments.  The  demonstration  provides  Special  SSI  cash  benefits 
to  these  people  where  certain  requirements  are  met  Even  when  ^  cash  benefits  are  no 
longer  payable  these  people,  if  they  meet  certain  eltoBiiiity  factors,  are  considered  as  SSI 
recipients  tor  purpose  of  Title  XIX  of  the  Social  Security  A^ 

C.  Regulatory  Impact  Analysis  Not  Required . . . . . 

D.  Need:  Required  by  the  section  201  ^  the  Social  Security  Amendments  of  1980 . . 

E.  LcsWBastt.- Section  201(a)  and  (b)  of  Pub.  L  96-265 . . 

F.  Chronology:  Inlerim  regulations  were  published  on  January  22, 1961  (46  FR  6903) _ _ 

G.  Regulalory  Flexibility  Analysis  Required:  No . . . - . . . . 

A.  Descripfiorv  (1)  Dooming  of  parentai  income  and  resources  to  an  eligible  child  ends  when 
a  child  reaches  age  18  unless  a  savings  clause  applies  to  children  between  18  and  21;  (2) 
A  sponsor's  income  and  resources  are  deemed  to  an  alien  tor  a  period  of  three  years 
after  admission  tor  akens  who  first  apply  after  September  30,  1980. 

B.  Why  Sign^cant  (1)  Eliminates  different  treatment  oif  children  aged  18  to  21  depending  on 
status  as  students;  (2)  Assumes  that  sponsors  will  support  akens  and  sets  more  rigid  rules 
than  apply  to  other  deeming  categories. 

C.  Regulalory  Impact  Analysis  None  Required . . . . 

D.  Need:  (1)  and  (2)  implement  sections  203  and  504  of  the  Social  Security  Disability 

(?)  l^'.S.a  1382a;  (2)  42  U.S.C.  13820  and  1382) . . 

F.  Chronology:  A  Notioa  of  Decision  to  Develop  Regulations  was  published  on  November  14, 
1980  (45  FR  75225). 

G.  ResfiAatoiy  Flexfiifiily  Analysis  Required:  No . . . . . - . 

A.  Description:  (1)  Sheltered  workshop  remuneration  is  earned  income  as  of  10/1/80;  (2) 
Earned  income  tax  credits  are  earned  income  as  of  January  1, 1900. 

B.  Why  Significant  (1)  Eliminates  need  to  determine  whether  sheltered  workshops  services 
are  employment  or  therapy— thus  earned  or  unearned  incorrw.  Earned  income  is  advanta¬ 
geous  to  beneficiary  as  M  provides  greater  exclusions  and  higher  benefits;  (2)  Earned 
income  tax  credits  did  not  affect  benefit  prior  to  1980.  These  credits  would  have  been 
unearned  income  as  of  1980  and  would  have  resulted  in  lower  benefits,  if  this  law  would 
not  have  been  enacted. 

C.  Regulatory  Impact  Analysis  Not  required . . . . . 

0.  Need:  The  regulations  wM  provide  the  criteria  to  carry  out  section  202  of  Social  Security 

Disability  Amendments  of  1980  and  the  Techrkcal  Corrections  Act  of  1979. 

E.  Legal  Basis-  (1)  42  U.&C.  1382a;  (2)  42  U.aC  1382a . 

F.  Chronology:  A  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking  was  published  on  January  19,  1981  (46 
FR  4949). 

G.  Regulatory  FlexfiMty  Analysla  Required:  No . — . . . 

A.  DescripliotK  This  interim  reguiation  wik  permit  HHS  to  (kactoae  information  concerning 
applicants  and  recipients  under  title  IV-A  of  the  Social  Security  Act  Disclosure  is 
pemiilted  tor  purposes  of  program  audits  conducted  by  any  governmental  entity  authorized 
by  law  to  condua  such  audits. 

B.  Why  Significant  Clarifies  existing  guidelines  on  disclosure,  so  that  all  States  and  the 
Federal  Government  are  consistent 

C.  Regulatory  Impact  Anatysis-  Not  required . - . 

D.  Need:  To  implement  section  403  of  the  Social  Security  DisabAly  Amendments  of  1980 . 

E.  Legal  Basis  94  Stat  462,  Pub.  L  96-265 

F.  Chronology: . . 

G.  Regulalory  Flextxiily  Anafysis  Retfuirert-  No 


Rita  Hauth,  (301)  594-7112,  Legal  Assistant  Office  of 
Regulations,  6401  Security  Boulevard,  BaWmore. 
Maryland  21235. 


Charles  Campbel,  (301)  597-3406,  Legal  Assistant 
Offica  of  Regulations,  6401  Security  Boulevard,  Balti¬ 
more,  Maryland  21235. 


Fred  Mirands,  (201)  594-7341,  Legal  Assistant  Office  of 
Regulations,  6401  Security  Boulevard,  Baltimore, 
Maryland 


RHa  Hauth,  (301)  594-7112,  Legal  Assistant  Office  of 
Regulations,  6401  Security  Boulevard,  Baltimore. 
Maryland  21235. 


Jack  Schanberger.  (301)  594-6785,  Legal  AssistanL 
Office  of  Regulations,  6401  Security  Boulevaid,  Baltl- 
more,  Maryland  21235. 


Federal  Register  /  VoL  46,  No.  217  /  Tuesday,  November  10,  1981  /  Proposed  Rules 


Department  of  Health  and  Human  SERvices  Semiannual  Regulations  Agenda  and  Review  List— Continued 


Old  Age,  Sutvivore  and  Disability  In¬ 
surance  and  Supplemental  Security 
Income  Program  Limitation  on  Ptoa- 
pectNa  Lite  oi  Applications:  20  CFR 
Parts  404,  Subpe^  G  and  J,  and 
416.  Subparts  C  and  N. 


Old-Age.  Survivors  »nd  Disability  kv 
suratKe  and  Supplemental  Security 
Income  Program;  Extension  of  Trial 
Work  Period  arxl  Reinstatement  ol 
Benefits;  20  CFR  Paris  404,  Sub¬ 
part  P,  and  4te,  Subpart  I. 


Old-Age.  Survivors  and  Disability  In¬ 
surance  and  Supplemental  Security 
Income  Program;  Deduction  of 
Work  Related  Expenses;  20  CFR 
Parts  404,  Subparts  P,  arxl  416, 
Subpan  I. 


OW-Age.  Survivors,  and  Disability  Irv 
surarxM  arxl  Supplemental  Security 
Income  Programs;  Deductions,  Re¬ 
ductions  and  Nonpayment  of  Bene¬ 
fits;  20  CFR  Pan  404,  Subpart  E, 
and  416,  Subpart  K. 


Old-Age,  Survivors  and  Disability  Irv 
surance  and  Supplemental  Security 
Income  Programs;  Experiments  and 
Demonstration  Projacte  Under  Dis¬ 
ability  Insurance  and  SSI  Programs: 
20  CFR  Parts  404,  Subparts  D  and 
P,  and  416,  Subparts  B  and  I. 


Old-Age,  Sundvors,  and  Disability  Irv 
surance  Program;  Benefits  for  Cer¬ 
tain  Prisoners;  20  CFR  Part  404, 
Subparts  0.  E  and  P. 


OW-Age,  Survivors  arW  Disability  In¬ 
surance  Programs;  Changes  to  the 
RetiremenI  Test;  20  CFR  Part  404, 
Subpart  E. 


A.  Description:  Under  these  proposed  regulations.  If  a  person  files  an  application  for  beneTits 
before  the  first  month  he  or  she  meets  all  requirements  for  entitlemenL  we  wM  allow  the 
claim  only  if  he  or  she  meets  all  requirements  before  a  hearing  decision  or  dismissal  (U 
there  is  onef  is  issued. 

B.  Why  Signihcani:  These  rules  shouW  promote  final  resolution  of  cases  at  the  hearing  stage 
and  help  to  reserve  Appeals  Council  review  more  nearly  for  cases  of  a  genuinely  appellate 
nature. 

C.  Reguielory  Impact  Analysis:  Not  required . . . . . . . 

D.  Need:  To  conform  our  regulationa  to  sea  306  oi  the  Social  Security  Disability  Amerxi- 
ments  of  1960. 

E.  Legal  Basis:  42  U.S.C.  402(i)(2),  4t6(i)(2)(Q),  and  423(b)  aa  amended  by  secL  306  of 
Pub.  L.  66-265. 

F.  Chronology:  A  Notice  of  Decision  to  Develop  Regulations  was  pubtished  on  September 
16,  1980  (45  FR  61315). 

Q.  Regulatory  Flexibility  Analysis  Required:  No . - . - . - . 

A  Description:  These  proposed  regulations  will  provide  persons  to  remain  disabled  and  who 
have  completed  a  trial  work  period  with  an  additional  period  oi  15  months  in  which  to 
continue  to  test  their  ability  to  work.  During  this  period  a  person  nr«y  be  paid  benefits  for 
aN  months  in  which  he  or  she  does  not  do  substantial  gainful  activity.  The  regulatione  also 
extend  the  trial  work  period  provisions  (and  the  additional  period)  to  widows,  widowers, 
and  surviving  divorced  wives. 

B.  Why  Significant:  Persons  who  remain  disabled  and  who  have  exhausted  their  trial  work 
periods  will  be  encouraged  to  continue  their  efforts  to  return  to  work.  For  the  first  time,  the 
trial  work  period  provisione  are  extended  to  widows,  widowers,  and  su'viving  divorced 
wives. 

C.  Regulatory  Impact  Analysts:  Not  required . . . — . . 

D.  Need:  Thm  regulations  are  needed  to  implament  Section  303  of  the  Social  Security 
Disability  Amendments  oi  1980. 

E  Legal  Basis-  42  U,&a  402,  41E  422,  423,  1382,  1382a  and  1383 - - - - 

F.  Chronology:  A  Notice  of  Decision  To  Develop  Regulations  were  published  on  November 
14,  1980. 

G.  Regulatory  Flexiblitty  Analysis  Requirad:  No . . . . - . — . . . 

A  Description:  The  proposed  regulatione  will  provide  lor  the  deduction  from  earnings  oi 

certain  Impairment  related  work  siqiensas  in  determining:  (1)  Whether  a  disabled  person 
has  done  substantial  gainful  activity;  and  (2)  the  amount  of  a  disabled  person's  earned 
income  for  SSI  purposes. 

B.  Why  Significant  The  regulation  wW  encourage  disabled  persons  to  work  by  enabling  them 
to  deduct  certain  work  expenses. 

C  Reguiatory  impact  Anatysis:  Not  required . 

D.  Need:  The  proposed  regulatxms  are  needed  to  implement  Section  302  of  the  Social 
Security  Disability  Amendments  of  1980. 

E.  Legal  Basis:  42  U.S.C.  405,  423,  1302,  1382a  »xf  1383 . . . 

F.  Chronology: . . 

Q.  Regulatory  Flexibility  Analysis  Required:  No .  _ 

A  Description:  These  regulations  will  provide  that  an  indivKkiws  retroactive  nxinthty  social 
security  will  be  reduced  If  the  kxfividual  received  SSI  payments  for  the  same  period. 

B.  Why  Significant  These  regulations  wM  preclude  the  wkxjfall  payment  of  SSI  benefits  that 
would  not  have  been  mads  if  the  monthly  social  security  benefits  had  been  paid  when 
regularly  due  rather  than  retroactively. 

C.  Regulatory  Impact  Analysis  Not  required . 

D.  Need:  Implements  section  501  of  the  Social  Security  Disability  Amendments  of  1980 . 

E.  Legal  Basis:  94  Slat.  469,  470  Pub:  L  96-286.... . . . 

F.  Chronology:  A  Notice  of  Decision  to  Develop  Regulations  was  published  on  October  20. 
1660  (45  FR  69248).  A  Notice  Of  Proposed  Rulemaking  was  published  on  April  20,  1981 
(46  FR  22609). 

Q.  Regulatory  Flexitiaty  Analysis  RequSeri  No . . . - . 

A  Description:  Amendments  oi  1960  authorize  the  Secretary  to  conduct  experiments  and 
demonstration  protects  under  the  OASOI  arxl  SSI  programs.  The  proposed  regulations  win 
alter  the  requkementa  lor  disability  banems  arxl  the  requirements  lor  SSI  benefits  when  a 
person  has  been  selected  to  parUcipete  in  an  experiment  or  derixMisbation  project  urxfer 
these  amerximents. 

B.  Why  Significant  Current  regulations  provide  that  In  order  to  be  eligible  for  title  H  and  title 
)(VI  benefits,  certain  requirements  must  be  met  The  Social  Security  Disability  Amendments 
of  1980  authorize  the  Secretary  to  waive  compliance  with  benefit  requirements  for  title  H 
and  title  XVIII  and  waive  any  of  the  corxMiona  requirements,  or  limitations  of  title  XVt. 

C.  Regulatory  Impact  Analysis  Not  required . . . . 

D.  Need:  These  regulations  are  needed  to  implement  section  505  of  the  Social  Security 
Disability  Amerximents  oi  1960. 

E.  Legal  Basis:  42  U.S.C.  1310 . 

F.  Chronology:  A  Notice  of  Decision  to  Develop  Regulations  was  published  on  January  E 
1961  (46  FR  2093). 

Q.  Regulatory  Flexibility  Analysis  Required:  No . . . 

A  Description:  The  proposed  regulations  place  certain  restrictions  on  the  payment  of 
disability  benefits  to  persons  who  have  bem  convicted  of  a  felony  arxl  are  imprisoned. 

B.  Why  Slgnmcam:  The  proposed  regulations  are  significant  because  they  specify  the 
conditions  under  which  disability  benefits  wik  not  be  paid  to  an  imprisoned  felon  and  how 
a  finding  of  disability  may  be  afferrted 

C.  Ragulelory  Impact  Anatysis  Not  required . . . . . . 

0.  Need:  Re^ed  by  Section  5  of  the  Amendments  to  the  Social  Security  Program  (Pub.  L 

96-473). 

E.  Legal  Basis  Pub.  L  96-473  . . . . . . . . . . . 

F.  Chronology: . . . . . 

Q.  Regulatory  Flexibility  Analysis  RequSed:  No . 

A  Description:  These  regulations  will  contain  the  rules  that  will  eliminate  some  of  the  harsh 

and  unintended  effects  of  the  Social  Security  Amendments  of  1977.  They  are  retroactively 
efiectivo  as  ol  January  1978. 

B.  Why  Significant  The  provisions  of  the  regulations  (1)  permit  the  use  of  the  monthly 
eankngs  test  to  certain  beneficiaries  in  the  year  that  entitlement  terminates  for  a  reason 
other  than  death,  (2)  exclude  for  the  purposes  of  the  aixxial  earnings  tesL  self- 
employmanl  income  received  in  a  year  after  the  initial  year  of  entWemem  not  attributable 
to  services  performed  after  the  month  of  entitlement;  wxf  (3)  provide  all  beneficiaries  the 
use  of  the  monthly  eerninga  lest  in  al  least  1  year  after  1977. 


Cliff  Terry,  (301)  594-7519,  Legal  Assistant  Office  of 
Regulations,  6401  Security  Boulevard,  Baltimore, 
Maryland  21235. 


Harry  Short  (301)  594-7337,  Legal  Assistant  Office  of 
Regulations,  6401  Security  Boulevard,  Baltimore. 
Maryland  21235. 


David  Smilh.  (301)  504-7336,  Legal  Assislant  Office  of 
Regulatioria  6401  Security  Boulevard,  Baltimore, 
Marylstod  21236. 


Larry  (Judar,  (301)  594-6629,  Legal  Assistant  Office  of 
Regulationa  6401  Security  Boulevard,  Baltimore, 
Maryland  21235. 


Hetxy  Lemer,  (301)  564-741A  Legal  Assistant  Office  of 
Regulationa  6401  Security  Boulevard,  Baltimore. 
Maryland  21235. 


William  Ziegler,  (301)  594-7415,  Legal  Assistant  Office 
of  Regulalions,  6401  Security  Boulevard,  Baltimore, 
Maryland  21236. 


Clara  Barrett  Powell,  (301)  594-7459,  Legal  Assistant 
Office  of  Regulationa  6401  Security  Boulevard,  Balti- 
mora  Maryland  21235. 
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T«e 


Summary 


Coi4act 


Supplemental  Security  Income  Pro¬ 
gram;  Income— Exclusions  from 
Deemed  Income  (Cvdeback  Deem¬ 
ing)  Regulations  No.  416,  Subpart  K. 


C.  Regulatoty  knpact  Anafysit:  Not  requirad - - - - 

D.  Need:  These  regutationa  are  needed  so  we  can  giwe  the  public  dear  nrles  and  make 
them  aware  ol  the  changes  that  are  required  by  secbone  1,  3.  and  4  of  the  1961 
Amendments  to  the  Social  Security  Program. 

E.  Legal  Basts:  Sees.  1, 3,  wid  4  oi  Pub.  L  96-473,  94-StaL  2263 - - — 

F.  Chronology:....- . . . - . . 

G.  Begulalory  FlexibilHy  Analysis  Required:  No . . . 

A  Description:  Excludes  from  deemed  income  the  modes  paid  to  an  ineligible  spouse  or 

parent  under  a  public  program  to  provide  in-home  supportive  care  for  an  beneficiary. 

B.  Why  Significant  Includes  an  adiitional  agedusioa  from  doerrisd  inoome  in  the  SSI  program. 

C.  Regulatory  Impad  Analysis:  Not  required . . . . 

D.  Need:  To  revise  existing  policy - - 

E.  Legal  Basis:  42  U.S.C.  1302 . . . . . . . — - - 

F.  Cfsonology:  A  Notice  ol  Proposed  Rulemaking  was  published  on  January  23, 1961  (46  FR 
7393). 

G  Regulatory  Flexibility  Anafysis  Required:  No _ _ _ _ 


RNa  Hautti,  Phone:  (301)  594-7112;  Tide:  Legal  Assisl- 
anb  Address:  6401  Security  Boulevard,  BaMimore, 
Maryland  21235. 


Aid  to  Families  With  Dependent  Chil¬ 
dren;  Adlustment  fcir  Federal  Share 
for  Uncashed  Checks,  45  CFR 
205.44. 


Federal  Coal  Mine  Health  and  Safety 
Act  of  1969,  Tide  IV-Btack  Lung 
Benefit  (1969-);  WHhholdng  Part 
B  Black  Lung  Benefits  to  Recover 
Part  C  Overpayments,  Regulations 
410,  Subpan  E 


Supplemeritai  Security  Income  for  the 
Aged,  Blind,  and  Disabled;  Use  of 
Regression  Formula  in  Determining 
Federal  Fiscal  Liability,  Regulations 
416,  Subpan  T. 


OASDf — Changes  in  LSDP,  Month  of 
EntidemenL  Mothers  arid  Fathers 
Benefits  and  Student  Benefits,  Reg¬ 
ulations  No.  404,  Subpan  D. 


Old-Age,  Survivors  and  Disability  In¬ 
surance  Programs,  Annual  Earnings 
Test,  Reguladons  No.  404,  Subpan 
E. 


Aid  to  FamMes  WNh  Dependant  Chil¬ 
dren;  Scheduled  Redeterminadons; 
45  CFR  Pan  206. 


A  Description:  This  regulation  provides  that  the  Federal  share  of  checks  cancelled  or  voided 
by  a  State  public  assistance  agency  must  be  returned  promptly  to  the  Federal  government. 

B.  Why  Significant  There  is  a  long-established  policy  that  Federal  financial  participetlon  in 
the  Aid  to  FamWes  with  Dependent  ChMdrOT  program  Is  available  only  for  actual 
expefxMures  of  the  States. 

C.  Regulatory  In^iact  Analysis:  Not  required . . . . . . . 

D.  Need:  This  regulation  is  needed  to  comply  wMh  a  recommendation  of  the  General 
Accounting  Office  ttiat  furxls  due  tlie  Federal  government  be  returned  promptly. 

E.  Legal  Basis:  42  U.S.C.  603...._ . . . . . . . 

F.  Chronology:  A  Notice  of  Decision  to  Develop  Regulations  was  published  on  November  14, 
1980  (45  FR  75243). 

G.  Regulatory  Flexibilily  AnNysis  Required:  No . . . 

A  Daseriplion:  This  regulation  will  authorlzs  SSA  to  withhold  Part  B  Black  Lung  Benefits  to 

recover  Part  C  benefits  which  were  paid  for  periods  for  which  Part  B  benefits  were  taler 
determined  payable. 

B.  Signiicant  This  reguMion  wffi  enable  recovery  from  recipients  who  usually  are 
otherwise  unable  to  repay  large  overpayments. 

C.  Regulatory  krtpaet  Arialyalt:  Not  reqiar^.-. . . . . . . . . . 

D.  Need:  Many  deims  for  Part  B  benefits  are  payable  lor  the  same  months  PartO  benefits 
have  been  paid,  thereby  creating  overpayments. 

E.  Legal  Basis:  42  U.&C.  404,  30  U.S.a  923._ . . . . . 

F.  Chronology:  imerim  Regulation  was  publiahed  on  September  16, 1981  (46  FR  45942) . 

G.  Regulatory  Flexibility  Analysts  Required:  No . 

A  OescriptiorK  This  regulation  will  enable  States  to  use  a  regression  fromula  fri  computing 

Federal  fiscal  liability  where  SSA  administers  Stale  supplementation  payments  in  the 
Supplemental  Security  Income  Program. 

B.  Why  Signmcaid:  The  regression  frxmula  wN  enable  Slates  to  project  indivirlual  errors 
found  In  a  sample  of  cases  to  the  total  sample  of  cases. 

C.  Regulalory  bnpact  Analysit:  Not  requirad .._. . _ - - - - 

0.  Need:  The  regulation  will  rsauH  In  a  statistically  valid  error  rate  lor  the  total  sample 

wtihoul  rareviewing  every  case  in  the  sample. 

E.  Legal  Basis:  42  U.&C.  1383. 


F.  Chronology:  A  Notice  of  DacMon  to  ReguMe  was  published  on  December  22,  1960  (45 
FR  84807).  An  Interim  Rule  was  pubNshed  Januray  23,  1981  (46  FR  7269). 

G.  Regulal^  FlexUKty  Anafysis  Required:  No _ _ 

A  Description:  These  regulalions  conform  to  certain  Social  Security  proviskxto  of  the  1961 

Omnibue  Budget  Reconciliation  Act  by  changing  too  mannar  in  which  lumpeum  death 
payments  are  made  termirratlng  mother's  and  lather's  benefits  when  the  child  becomes 
age  16,  changing  the  first  month  of  entitlemant  for  certain  benefits  and  changing  the  way 
benefits  are  payable  to  students. 

B.  Why  Signifioant  The  proposed  regulations  make  erfilcal  changes  in  the  entitlemeni 
requirements  lor  certain  benefits. 

C.  f^gulatoty  tnpaci  Anafysis:  Hat  needed _ _ _ 

D.  Need:  To  conform  regulations  to  oartain  provisions  of  Public  Law  97-35 

E  Legal  Baaia:  42  US.C.  402,  406, 416,  and  1302 _ _ _ 

G.  Regulatory  Flexibilly  Anafyait  Required:  No _ _ _ _ _ 

A  Description:  These  proposed  regirlations  delay  from  January  1962  until  January  1963 
(excepi  certain  fiscal  year  beneficiaries)  ful  Implerrrentatlon  of  section  302(a),  Pub.  L  95- 
216,  which  reduced  from  72  to  70  the  age  at  which  social  security  benefits  are  no  longer 
subject  to  an  eamirrgs  test 

B.  Why  Significant  Delays  for  one  year  toe  removal  of  al  earnings  test  restrictions  for 
workers  at  age  7(L 

C.  Regulatory  Impact  Analysis:  Not  requirsd .. 

D.  Need:  To  conform  eidsling  regulalions  to  reflect  new  statutory  provisions  enacted  by 
section  2204  of  Pub.  L  97-36. 

E.  Legal  Basis:  42  U,&C.  1302. - 

F.  Chronology: _ 

G  Regulalory  FlextiNy  Artafysit  Requirad:  Ho. 

A  Deaeripllon-  Tliese  proposed  regulations  will  permit  a  variable  length  of  time  between 

AFDC  redeterminations,  rather  than  every  6  nwnthe  as  now  required. 

B.  Why  SlgnHicant  Provides  greater  flexibility  to  the  States  based  on  certain  error  prone 
profile  characteristics. 

C.  Regulalory  Itnpael  Anafyala:  Hot  reaidsed - - - 

D.  Need:  To  effect  a  policy  change  to  proi4de  more  fierdbity  to  States 

E.  Legal  Basis-  42  U.S.G  1302. _ _ 

F.  Chronology: _ _ 

G  Regulatory  Flexibility  Analysis  Required:  No . . . — - 


Jack  Schanberger,  Phone;  (301)  594-6766,  TWe:  Legal 
Asadtari,  Address:  6401  Security  Boulevard,  Balti¬ 
more,  Maryland  21235. 


Jack  Schanberger.  Phone:  (301)  504-6786,  TtNe:  Legal 
AssistanL  Addraae:  6401  Seourity  Boulevard,  BaMi- 
more,  Maryland  21235. 


Dave  Smito.  Phone:  (301)  584-7336,  TWe:  Legal  Assist¬ 
anL  Address;  6401  Security  Boulevard.  Baltimore, 
Msyland  21235 


Marval  L  Caier.  Phone:  (301)  594-7463.  TWe;  Legal 
AssistanL  Address:  6401  Seourity  Boulevaid,  Balti¬ 
more,  Maryland  21235. 


Marval  L  Gazer.  Phone;  (301)  594-7463,  TMe:  Legal 
AssistanL  Address:  Oflioeof  Regulalions.  6401  Secu¬ 
rity  Boulevard.  Baltimore,  Maryland  21235 
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Title 

Summary 

Contact 

Omnibus  AFDC  Regulations  of  1981; 
45  CFR  205.233,  206.234,  210.235. 

A  Description:  These  interim  regulations  implement  changes  made  in  the  AFDC  program  by 
Public  Law  97-35  and  represent  a  part  of  the  President's  economic  recovery  initiatives. 

B.  Mfry  Significant  These  regulations  are  significant  because  they  enable  families  to  move 
from  welfare  dependency  to  job4>ased  self  sufficiency,  target  assistant  to  the  neediest 
families;  count  certain  previously  excluded  income  In  calculating  need;  and  improve 
program  administratiort. 

Marvel  Cazer,  Phone:  (301)  594-7463,  Title:  Legal  As- 
sistanL  Address:  6401  Security  Boulevard,  Baltimore. 

Maryland  21235. 

D.  Need  The  regulations  are  needed  to  implement  AFDC  provisions  of  Pub.  L  97-35 
(Omnibus  Reconciliation  Act  of  1981). 

E.  Legal  Basis:  Section  1102  of  the  Social  Security  AcL  as  amended,  49  Stat.  647  as 
amended;  42  U.S.C.  1302. 

F.  Chronology:  Interim  regulationa  were  published  on  September  21, 1961  (46  FR  46750) . 

Federal  Old-Age,  Survivors  and  Dis¬ 
ability  Insurance  (1950—);  Benefits 
for  Remarried  Widowers  and  Surviv¬ 
ing  Divorced  Husbands,  Regulations 
No.  404,  Subpart  D. 

A  Desdptiorv  These  regulations  provide  widower’s  benefits  for  a  widower  remarried  before 
age  60  if  the  marriage  terminated  before  the  time  of  application  and  to  surviving  divorced 
husband  on  Ns  deceased  former  wife's  earnings  record. 

B.  Why  Signmcant  These  regulations  Involve  paying  benefits  to  two  new  classes  of 
beneficiaries  and  eliminate  two  gender-based  distinction  in  the  Social  Security  Act 

Lawrerxto  Dudar,  Phone:  (301)  594-6629,  Title:  Legal 

AssistanL  Address:  6401  Security  BKrd.,  Baltimore, 

Maryland  21235. 

D.  Need  These  regulations  are  needed  to  implement  district  court  decisions  which  prevent 
implementation  of  two  gtmder-based  distinctions  In  the  Social  Security  AcL 

F.  Chronology:  A  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking  was  published  on  July  21,  1981  (46  FR 
3752). 

Office  of  ChM  Support  Enforcemem  | 

OCSE-1— Office  of  Child  Support  En¬ 
forcement-Federal  FinarK^  Par¬ 
ticipation  in  the  Costs  of  Coopera¬ 
tive  Agreements  with  Courts,  45 
CFR  Part  304. 

A  Description:  These  final  regulaliona  win  expand  the  availability  of  Federal  funding  of  the 
costs  of  courts  under  cooperative  agreements  with  child  support  agencies  to  include  costs 
associated  with  judicial  determinations.  The  expanded  futK^  will  be  available  in  costs 
that  exceed  calendar  year  1976  costs.  Federal  funding  of  costs  of  the  judicial  decision¬ 
maker,  however,  wM  continue  to  be  prohibited. 

B.  Why  Significant  The  expanded  Federal  funding  should  encourage  more  courts  to  enter 
into  cooperative  agreements  with  child  support  enforcement  agencies. 

Eileen  Brooks,  (301)  443-5350,  Program  SpecialisL 

Policy  Branch,  OffiM  of  Child  Support  Enforcement, 

6110  Executive  Blvd.,  Room  1010,  Rockville,  Mary¬ 
land  20852. 

0.  Need  To  implement  requirements  of  Section  404  of  Pub.  L  96-265,  the  Social  Security 
Disability  Amendments  of  1960,  which  apply  to  court  costs  incurred  on  or  after  July  1, 
1960. 

E.  Legal  Basis:  Pub.  L  96-265, 42  U.8.C.  655(c) . . . 

F.  Chronology:  A  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  was  published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
June  4,  1981.  The  comment  period  closed  on  August  3, 1961. 

OCSE-2-Office  of  Child  Support  En¬ 
forcement-Withholding  of  Advance 
Funds  for  Not  Reporting,  45  CFR 
Part  301. 

A  Description:  These  final  regulations  wW  prohibit  advance  payment  of  the  Federal  share  of 
State  child  support  enforcement  expenses  for  a  calendar  quarter  unless  the  State  submits 
expenditure  and  child  support  collection  reports  for  all  prior  quarters  except  the  two  most 
recent  quarters. 

B.  Why  Significant  These  regulations  could  result  in  the  withholding  of  quarterly  advances  of 
Federal  child  support  funds  from  a  State  which  failed  to  meet  certain  Federal  reporting 
requirements. 

Judith  Hagopian,  (301)  443-5350,  Program  SpecialisL 

Policy  Bra^,  Office  of  Child  Support  EnforcemenL 

6110  Executive  Bhrd.,  Room  1010,  Rockville,  Mary¬ 
land  2085^ 

D.  Need  To  Implement  the  requirements  of  Section  407  of  Pub.  L  96-266,  the  Social 
Security  Disability  Amendments  of  1960,  which  took  effect  in  the  quarter  beginning 
January  1, 1981. 

E.  Legal  Basis:  Pub.  L.  96-265,  42  U.S.C.  655(d) . . . . 

F.  Chronology:  A  notica  of  proposed  rulemaking  was  published  on  January  6,  1981  (46  FR 
1319).  The  comrnenl  period  closed  on  March  9, 1981. 

OCSE-3-Offica  of  Child  Support  En¬ 
forcement-Requests  for  Collection 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
45  CFR  Parts  302  and  303. 

A  Description:  The  IM  regulations  will  extend  the  availability  of  child  support  collection 
services  by  the  Internal  Revenue  Senrice  (IRS)  to  families  not  receiving  Aid  to  Families 
with  Dependent  Childten  (AFDC).  In  addition,  they  remove  the  State  plan  requirement  lor 
IRS  collections,  and  Instead  phica  this  regulation  under  45  CFR  Part  303,  Standards  for 
Program  Operationa.  Several  additional  minor  changes  will  be  made  to  streamline  the 
process  of  IRS  cokectioa 

B.  IMiy  Significant  These  regulations  could  be  of  signiflcanl  benefit  to  non-AFDC  families  in 
the  collection  of  child  support  because  they  permit  the  IRS  to  make  collections  on  behalf 
of  these  families. 

Eileen  Brooks,  (301)  443-5350,  Program  Specialist, 

Policy  Branch,  OfflM  of  Child  Support  Enforcement, 

6110  Executive  Blvd.,  Room  1010,  Rockville,  Mary¬ 
land  20852. 

D.  Need  To  implement  the  requirementa  of  Section  402  of  Pub.  L  96-265,  the  Social 
Security  Oisablilty  Amendments  of  1980,  which  took  effect  on  July  1, 1980. 

E.  Legal  Basis!  Pub.  L.  08-265,  42  U.8  C.  662(h) . 

OCSE-4-Office  of  Child  Support  En¬ 
forcement-Availability  of  Incentive 
Payments  to  States  Which  Enforce 
and  Collact  on  Their  Own  Behalf, 
45  CFR  Part  302. 

A  Descripfiort  These  regulations  win  extend  the  availability  of  incentive  payments  on 
assigned  child  support  collections  to  any  State  which  makes  these  collections  on  Its  own 
behalf. 

B.  Why  Significant  The  expanded  availability  of  incentives  to  States  win  encourage  States  to 
improve  their  Child  Support  Enforcement  programs. 

Michael  Fitzgerald,  Program  Specialist,  (301)  443-5350, 

Office  of  Child  Support  EnforcemenL  6110  Executive 

Blvd.,  Room  1010,  Rockville.  Maryland  20852. 

D.  Need  To  implement  the  requirements  of  Section  307  of  Pub.  L  96-272,  the  Adoption 
Assistance  and  Child  Welfara  Act  of  1960,  which  took  effect  on  June  17, 1060. 

E.  Legal  Baser-  Pub  L  08-272,  42  U  S  C  6.56 . 

F.  Chronology:  A  notice  of  proosed  rulemaking  was  published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
May  6, 1981.  The  comment  period  ended  on  July  7, 1961. 

G.  Regulatory  Flexibility  Anaiysia  Required  No . . . - . - . - . 
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Title  Summary  Contact 


OCSE-S-Offica  of  CNM  Support  En- 
forcemoni— Rocovwy  of  Assigned 
Child  Support  Payments  Received 

1  Directly  and  Retained  by  AFDC  Re¬ 

cipients,  45  CFR  Part  302  and  303. 

A.  DMCfipUoK  These  proposed  regulations  vHi  establish  procadises  for  the  recovery  by  IV- 
D  agencies  of  assigned  support  payments  which  are  received  directly  and  retained  by 
AFDC  recipients. 

B.  Mty  Significant  These  proposed  regulations  wM  establish  Federal  policy  in  the  aree  of 
recovery  of  direct  payments,  and  will  permit  States  the  flexibility  to  handle  these  situations 
through  either  their  IV-A  or  IV-0  ageridee 

Michael  Fitzgerald,  (301)  443-5360.  Program  Spedalst 

Polcy  Branch,  Office  of  ChM  Support  EnfoioemanL 

6110  Executive  BML,  Room  1010,  RockvHle,  Mary¬ 
land  20652 

D.  Neiad:  To  darily  Federal  policy  in  thie  matter  in  which  the  respective  responslbilllies  of  IV- 
A  and  IV-D  agtmcies  have  bean  a  source  of  some  oonluaion  among  the  States, 
c  logai Aaunr.  as  ii.«rt  i.eno  . 

1 

t 

F.  dironoiogy:  Interim  insbucrtione  ware  provided  by  a  ioM  action  transmittal  Issued  by 
OCSE  and  the  Office  «l  Family  Assistance  (SSA-AT-«l-7  (OFA)  and  OCSE-AT-ai-7, 
dated  March  27, 1901). 

•  OCSE-6-Office  of  Child  Support  En¬ 

forcement-Collection  of  Past-Due 
Support  from  Federal  Tax  Refunds. 

S 

A.  Deacrip»)n:  These  interim  llnel  regulations  wM  require  chM  support  enforcement  agencies 

to  have  and  use  procedures  to  obtain  payment  of  past-due  support  from  overpayments  of 
Federal  income  tax.  These  regulalione  will  also  contain  praoaduree  for  agencies  to  follow 
in  Implementing  this  tax  refund  offset  coltection  period.  — 

B.  Why  Significant  CoHeetion  of  support  by  Federal  tax  refund  offset  should  significantly 
increase  support  coHections  made  via  the  ChM  Suport  Enforcement  program. 

Eleen  Brooks,  (301)  443-5350,  Program  Spedaist, 

Policy  Branch,  Office  of  ChM  Support  EnforcemenL 

6110  Executive  Blvd.,  Room  1010,  RockviHe,  Mary- 
land208SE 

D.  Need  To  implement  requirements  of  Section  2331  of  Pub.  L  07-35,  the  Omnibus  Budget 
Reconciliation  Act  of  1981. 

E  Legaf  Basis:  Pub.  L.  97-36,  42  U.S.C.  864  and  K4<18).  . - . 

- 

OCSE-7— Office  of  Child  Support  En¬ 
forcement-Collection  of  Support 
for  Certain  Adults. 

A  Description:  These  interim  final  regulations  win  permit  chM  support  emorcemem  agencies 
to  collect  support  lor  the  spouse  or  former  spouse  with  whom  a  chM  ie  living,  H  the 
spouse  or  former  spouse  Is  receiving  AFDC  and  support  is  also  being  coHocted  for  the 
ChM. 

B.  Why  Significant  This  coHection  of  spousal  support  should  resuN  in  Increased  offset  of 
AFDC  program  costs. 

Elizabeth  Matheson,  (301)  443-5350,  Program  SpedaHst 

Policy  Branch,  Office  of  ChM  Support  Enfori»menL 

6110  Executive  Blvd.,  Room  1010.  RockviHe,  Mary¬ 
land  20852. 

D.  Need  To  implement  requirements  of  Section  2332  of  Pub.  L  97-35,  the  Omnibue  Budget 
Reconciliation  Act  of  1981. 

E.  Legal  Basis:  Pub.  L  97-35,  42  U.S.C.  651;  42  U.S.C.  e52(a)(1).  (7),  (10KC);  42  U.&C. 
652(b):  42  U.S.C  863(C)<1);  42  U.aC.  6S4<4)(B),  (5),  (9MC),  (H),  (16);  42  U.&C.  667(b),  (c); 
42  U.aC.  660. 

:  OCSE-e-Ofltoa  of  ChM  Support  En- 

•  forcement— Cost  of  CoHeetion  and 

<,  Other  Services  for  Non-AFDC  Fami- 

1 

1 

A  Description:  These  propMed  regulations  wM  proNbit  chM  support  enforcement  agencies 
from  charging  an  application  foe  when  a  norvAFDC  family  requests  that  the  agency  only 
collect  the  support  which  ia  duo  on  Hs  behalf.  These  regulatiens  wM  also  prohMt  agencies 
from  recovering  costs  from  support  ooMecHone  mode  on  behaH  of  non-AFDC  families. 
Instead,  the  regulations  will  require  agencies  to  ooHect  a  fee  of  10  percent  of  the  support 
obligation  from  the  individual  who  owes  the  support  to  a  non-AFDC  family.  No  amounts 
collected  may  sattsfyaio  tee  owed  until  gta  total  support  obHgation  has  been  satisfied. 

B.  Why  Significant  These  regulations  would  provide  for  a  recovery  of  costs  of  coHoction  of 
sup^  for  norvAFDC  families  from  the  indMdual  owing  the  support  rather  than  from  the 
family. 

Michael  FKzgeraM.  (301)  443-5350,  Program  SpedaHst 

Policy  Branch,  Office  of  ChM  Support  Enforcement 

6110  Executive  Blvd.,  Room  1010,  RockvMe,  Mary¬ 
land  20852. 

1 

1 

D.  Need  To  implemnt  requirements  oil  Section  2333  of  Pub.  L  97-35,  the  Omnibus  Budget 
Reconciliation  Act  of  1981. 

E  Legal  Basis:  Pvb.  L  97-36, 42  U.EC  654(6),  (19);  42  U.8,C.  65S(a) . . 

1 

F.  Chmnology:  None.  .  _  _ _ _ _ _ _ _  _ - . 

,  OCSE-9— Office  of  Child  Support  En- 

;  forcement-Child  Support  Intercept 

of  Unemployment  Benefits. 

Q.  Beguiataty  Flexibility  Analysis  Bequked  No . - . . . 

A  Description:  These  propmed  regulations  would  require  chM  support  enforcement  agetv 
des  to  coHect  unmet  support  obligations  through  the  withhoMtog  of  unemploymeni 
compensation  benefits  by  Stats  employment  security  agendee.  The  amount  withheld 
would  be  determined  by  an  agreement  with  tw  individual  or  Htrough  legal  process.  The 
ChM  support  enforcement  agency  win  be  required  to  reimburse  the  State  employment 
security  agency  tor  the  administrative  cdSts  of  carrying  out  the  wHhholdlnq  activities. 

B.  Why  SigniBcant  This  new  procedure  should  resuH  in  increased  ooNactions  of  support . . 

Gleen  Brooks,  (301)  443-5350,  Program  SpedaHst 

Policy  Branch,  OffiM  of  ChM  Support  Enforcement 

6110  Executive  Blvd.,  Room  1010,  RockvHle,  Mary- 
Iand20e52  ^ 

1 

0.  Need  To  implement  requirements  of  SecHon  2335  of  Pub.  L  97-35,  the  Omnibus  Budget 
Reconciliation  Act  of  1961. 

E  Legal  Baals:  Pub.  L  97-35,  42  U.EC.  654(20) . . .  . . . . . 

1 

F.  Chronology:  None . 

Q.  Regulatory  Flexibility  Analyals  Required  No . - . .T.... 

Health  Care  Financing  Administration  | 

HCFA— Health  Care  institution  Certifi¬ 
cations  and  Surveys. 

A  Description.  Hospitals,  nursing  homes  arxl  other  institutjonal  health  care  providers  tie 
subject  to  frequent  surveys  and  reviews.  Many  of  these  veviaws  ate  a  result  of  the  Federal 
Government's  role  in  insuring  the  health  and  safety  of  patients.  Given  an  expanding  role 
and  improved  performance  of  some  State  and  local  governments  and  voluntaty  organiza¬ 
tions  in  this  area,  as  reassessment  of  the  appropriate  Federal  role  is  wananted 

B.  Why  Significant  Survey  and  certification  requirements  affect  thousands  of  health  care 
providers  and  are  critical  to  ensuring  healih  and  safety  of  petiants.  Effective  nxxtitoting 
may  be  accomplished  with  greater  IlexHiHity  to  States  without  loss  of  quaWy  of  health 
services. 

Paul  WMging,  MD-  Deputy  Administrator.  Health  Care 

Rnandng  Admia,  200  Independence  Ave,  &W., 

Washington.  DC.  20201.  (202)  245-672B 

E.  Legal  Ba^'  Titles  XVItl  and  Xix'ol  the  Soctel  Secudly  Act  ..v....... _ * . - . . . . 

F.  Chronology:  Review  announced  by  Vice  President  on  HHarch  25,  1961.  These  HHS 
regulations  are  slated  (Or  review  by  the  President's  Task  Force  on  Regulatory  ReUef. 

■  ' 

- 
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Summary 

Contact 

HCFA  Modtoaid  Regulations  AHect- 
ing  States. 

A.  DescripUgn:  At  present  a  variety  of  regulations  Impose  significant  administrative  require¬ 
ments  on  States.  States  contend  that  these  regulations  hamper  their  ability  to  provide 
services  to  needy  people  at  reasonable  futvling  levels.  In  addition,  the  President  has 
promised  States  that  regulatory  relief  vrill  accompany  his  proposal  to  limit  Federal  Mertcaid 
experrditures.  For  these  reasons,  a  thorough  review  is  needed. 

B.  MTry  Significant  These  regulations  would  provide  greater  flexibility  to  States  in  meeting 
the  medical  needs  of  Medicaid  patients  at  reduced  cost 

Paul  WHIging,  M.D.,  Deputy  Administrator,  Health  Care 

Financing  Admin.,  200  Independence  Ave.,  S.W.. 

Washington,  D  C.  20201,  (202)  245-6726. 

D.  Ne^:  To  reduce  reguiatory  burdens  on  States  and  promote  program  etfictency . 

F.  Chronology:  Review  anixxinoed  by  Vice  PresiderTt  on  March  2b.  198t.  These  HHS 
regulations  are  slated  for  review  by  the  President's  Task  Force  on  Regulatory  Reset. 

HCFA— Medicare  Program:  Difterential 
Reimbursement 

/L  Description:  This  regulation  will  authorize  reimbursement  at  the  State  Medicaid  intermedi¬ 
ate  care  facility  or  skilled  nursing  facility  rate  where  the  patient  requires  a  lower  level  of 
care,  but  is  inappropriately  placed  in  a  hospHat 

B.  Why  SignUicant  1^  regulation  will  refine  institutional  reimbrusement  policies  to  assure 
nwre  efficient  delivery  of  needed  health  care. 

Bill  Goeller,  ORP,  DISR,  RPB,  Branch  Chief,  Room  1-D- 
1  ELR  6401  Security  Blvd.,  Balrtmore,  MO  21207. 
301-597-1802. 

HCFA— Medteare/Medicaid  Programs: 
Exchision  o(  Health  Care  Profes¬ 
sionals. 

D.  Need:  To  implement  Sec.  902  (a)  and  (b)  of  P.L  96-499,  “Omnibus  Reconciliation  Act  of 
1980",  and  section  2102  of  the  “Omnibus  ReconHiation  Act  of  1981”. 

E.  Legal  Bas^-  Secs.  1158,  1161, 1861(v)(1)(G),  1883, 1902  and  1913  of  the  Social  Security 
Act  Secs.  902  and  904  of  P.L  96-499. 

F.  Chronology:  The  final  rule  with  comment  period  is  currently  under  review.  When  the 
review  is  completed,  it  will  be  submitted  to  the  Department  for  approval. 

G.  Regulatory  Flexibility  Analysis  Needed:  Under  consideration . 

A.  Description:  This  regulation  will  amend  the  current  rule  that  excludes  physicians  and 
practitioners  convicted  of  crimes  from  participation  in  the  Medicare  and  Medicaid  pro¬ 
grams.  This  regulation  will  broaden  this  rule  so  that  the  provisions  would  also  apply  to 
other  categories  of  health  professionals,  such  as  administrators  of  health  care  institutions. 

B.  Why  Significant  This  regulation  will  clarify  HCFA's  authority  to  bar  certain  professionals 
from  participation  in  the  Medicare  and  Merftcaid  programs. 

James  F.  Patton,  Dhector,  DVPS,  OPV,  BOC,  Rm.  2-E- 
5  ELR,  6401  Security  Blvd.,  Balthnore,  MO  21207, 
301-694-8213. 

D.  Ne^:  To  implement  Sec.  913  of  Pub.  L  96-499,  “Omnibus  Reconciliation  Act  of  1960“ . 

E.  Legal  Basis:  Secs.  1128,  1862(e),  1902(a)(39),  and  2003(d)(1)  of  the  Social  Security  Act 
Pub.  L  95-142  and  Pub.  L.  96-499. 

F.  Chronology:  The  final  rule  with  comment  period  is  currentty  urxfer  review.  When  the 
review  is  completed.  It  will  be  submitted  to  the  Department  lor  approval. 

1 

HCFA— Medicaid/ Medicare  Program: 
Alternatives  to  Decertification  of 
Long  Term  Care  Facilities. 

A.  Descriphort  This  regulation  will  set  forth  provisions  uixler  Medicare  and  Medicaid  for 
alternatives  to  the  decertification  of  long  term  care  facilities  (skilled  nursing  tacilities  and 
intermediate  care  fadlities)  that  are  out  of  compliance  with  the  corKlitions  of  participation. 
The  regulation  will  also  authorize  HCFA  to  “look  behind''  State  agency  surveys  on 
compliance  where  the  adequacy  of  the  State's  determination  is  questionable.  This 
regulation  is  part  of  HCFA's  regulatory  reform  activity. 

B.  Why  Significant  This  regulation  will  make  penalties  for  non-compliance  more  reasonable . 

Robert  Javec,  Program  Analyst  HSQB,  2nd  Floor,  Dog-  1 

wood  East  Bldg.,  1849  Gwynn  Oak  Ave.,  Baltimore.  ■ 

MD  21207,  301-504-3314. 

0.  Need:  To  knplemnt  Sec.  916  (a),  (b)  and  (c)  of  Pub.  L  96-499,  “Omnibus  Reconciliation 
Act  of  1980". 

HCFA— Medicare  Program:  Home 
Health  Agency  Bonding. 

F.  Chronology:  The  proposed  rule  with  comment  period  is  cunently  under  review.  When  the 
review  is  completed,  it  win  be  submitted  to  the  Department  for  approval 

G.  Anatysia  Needed-  No . . . 

A.  Deacripbon:  This  regulation  will  set  forth  reciuirements  (including  the  establishment  of 
bonding  or  escrow  accounts)  that  ho{ne  health  agencies  must  meet  in  order  to  minimize 
financial  risk. 

B.  Why  Significant  This  regulation  will  assure  that  home  health  agencies  are  financially 
viable  enough  to  participate  in  the  program. 

Bill  Goeller,  Branch  Chief,  RPB,  Room  1-0-1  ELR,  6401  \ 

Security  Blvd.,  Baltimore,  MD  21207,  301-597-1602. 

D.  Need  To  implmient  Sec.  930(n)  of  Pub.  L  96-499,  “Omnibus  Reconciliation  Act  of 
1980". 

E.  Legal  Basis:  Sac.  1861  of  the  Social  Security  Act  and  Sec.  930  of  Pub.  L  96-499 . . 

F.  Chronology:  The  proposed  rule  with  commem  period  is  currently  under  review.  When  the 
review  Is  complete  K  will  be  submitted  to  the  Department  for  approval. 

, 

HCFA— Medicare  Program:  Preadmis¬ 
sion  Diagnostic  Testing;  Different 
Hospital:  Physician's  OffiM. 

A.  Description:  This  regulation  would  cover  diagnostic  testing  In  the  outpatient  department  of 
another  hospital  or  hi  a  physician's  office  within  7  days  prior  to  the  patient's  admission  as 
an  outpatient 

B.  Why  SigrSficard:  This  regulation  would  provide  incentives  for  delivering  services  in  tower 
cost  settings. 

Henry  Hehir,  Director,  DMSCP,  BPP,  Room  489  EHR, 

6401  Security  Blvd.,  Baltimore,  MD  21207,  301-594- 
8561. 

HCFA— Medicare  Program:  Outpatient 
Surgery. 

D.  Need  To  implement  Sec.  932  of  Pub.  L  96-499,  "Omnibus  Reconciliation  Act  of  1980“ . 

E.  Legal  Basis:  Sec.  1833  of  the  Social  Security  Act  and  Sec.  932  el  Pub.  L  96-499 . 

F.  Chronology:  The  proposed  rule  is  currently  under  review.  When  the  review  is  completed,  it 
win  be  submitted  to  the  Department  for  approval. 

Q.  Analysis  Needed  No . . . 

A.  DeachpUort  This  regulation  will  provide  for  100  percent  reimbursement  for  surgical 
services  performed  In  free-standing  ambulatory  surgical  centers  and  hi  physicians'  offices 
subject  to  certain  restrictions.  It  wHI  also  set  forth  health  and  safety  standards  for 
ambulatory  surgical  centers  participating  in  the  Medicare  program. 

B.  Why  Sigrtificant  This  regulation  would  provide  incentivos  lor  delivering  services  in  lower 
cost  settings. 

Robert  Strehner,  Chief,  DARS,  BPP,  Room  1-A-1  EHR, 

6401  Security  Blvd.,  Baltimore,  MD  21207,  301-597- 
1337. 

D.  N^-  To  implement  Secs.  934  (a)  and  (b)  of  Pub.  L  96-499,  “Omnibus  Reconciliation 
Act  of  1980". 

E.  Legal  Baals-  Secs.  1632, 1833, 1863  and  1864  of  the  Social  Security  Act  and  Sec.  934  of 
Pub.  L  96-499. 

F.  Chronology:  The  final  rule  with  comment  period  is  currently  unrler  review.  When  the 
review  is  completed,  it  will  be  submitted  to  the  Department  for  approval. 

G.  Anaiysla  Needed  No . 
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HFCA— Medicare  Program:  Optom¬ 
etrists'  Service. 


HFCA— Medicare  Program:  Payment 
Service  Date. 


HFCA— Medicare/Medicaid  Program: 
Reimbursement  ol  Physician's  Serv¬ 
ices  in  Teaching  Hospitals. 


HFCA— Medicare  Program:  Access  to 
Books  and  Records  to  Subcontrac¬ 
tors. 


HFCA— Medicare  Program:  Provider 
Reimbursement  Review  Board 
(PRRB)  Exported  Judicial. 


HFCA— Medicare  Program:  Benefici¬ 
ary  Not  at  Fault. 


HFCA— Medicare  Program:  Disputed 
Medicaid  Claims;  Interest  Charge 
on  Final  Determination. 


A.  Description:  This  regulation  would  provide  coverage  for  previously  uncovered  senrice 
furnished  by  optometrists  relataed  to  the  condition  of  aphakia  {absence  of  the  natural  lens 
of  the  eye). 

B.  Why  Sigriificant:  This  regulation  would  extend  coverage  to  a  previously  uncovered  service... 

C.  Regulatory  Ant^ysis:  Not  required . . . 

D.  Need:  To  implement  Sec.  937  of  Pub.  L  95-499,  “Omibus  Reconciliation  Act  of  1960" . 

E.  Legal  Basis:  Sec.  1661(r)4  of  the  Social  Security  Act  and  Sec.  937  of  Pub.  L  96-499 . 

F.  Chronology:  The  propo^  rule  in  currently  under  review.  When  the  review  is  completed,  it 
will  be  subm'itted  to  the  Departmem  for  approval. 

6.  Regulatory  FlexSjHity  Analysis  Needed:  No . 

A  Description:  This  regulation  will  provide  that  the  determination  of  Medicare  reasonable 
charges  for  physician  services  be  based  on  the  date  the  medical  service  was  fuminshed 
rather  than  the  date  on  which  the  claim  was  processed. 

8.  Why  Signi/icant:  This  regulation  will  adjust  payment  levels  to  those  in  effect  when  services 
were  furnished. 

C.  Regulatory  Analysis:  Not  required . 

D.  Need:  To  implement  Sec.  946  of  Pub.  L  96-499,  "Omibus  Reconciliation  Act  of  1980" . 

E.  Legal  Basis:  Sec.  1642  of  the  Social  Security  Act  and  Sec.  946  of  Pub.  L  96-499 . 

F.  Chronology:  The  interim  final  rule  with  comment  penod  rule  is  currently  under  review. 
When  the  review  is  completed,  it  wilt  be  submitted  to  the  Department  for  approval. 

Q.  Regulatory  FlexiMlity  Analyst  Needed:  No . . . . . 

A  Desorption:  This  regulation  would  permit  reasonable  charge  reimbursement  to  physicians 
in  teaching  hospitals  under  certain  circumstances,  and  would  allow  cost  reimburWnent  to 
hospitals  where  aH  physicians  elect  A  it  would  also  provide  for  computation  of  reasonable 
charges  for  purposes  of  Medicare  reimbursement 

B.  Why  Significant:  This  regulation  would  clarify  and  refine  physician  charge  reimbursement 
polk^. 

C.  Regulatory  Analysis:  Not  required . 

D.  Need:  To  implement  Sec.  948  of  Pub.  L  95-499,  “Omibus  Reconciliation  Act  of  1980" . 

E.  Legal  Basis:  Secs.  1832,  1842,  and  1861  of  the  Social  Security  Act  and  Sec.  948  of  Pub. 
L  96-499. 

F.  Chronology:  The  proposed  rule  with  comment  period  is  currently  under  review.  When  the 
review  is  complete  it  will  be  submitted  to  the  Department  for  approval. 

G.  Regulatory  Flexibility  Analysis  Needed:  No . 

A  Description:  This  regulation  would  prohibit  Medicare  reimbursement  to  providers  for 

services  furnished  under  contracts  (whose  cost  or  value  over  12  months  is  $10,0(X)  or 
more)  to  subcontractors  unless  the  Secretary  has  access  to  books  and  records  necessary 
to  verify  costs. 

B.  Why  Signiticant  This  regulation  would  strengthen  HFCA's  capacity  to  effectively  preclude 
or  detect  fraud  and  abuse  and  conform  Medicare  practice  to  that  of  other  Federal 
agencies  which  buy  services. 

C.  Regulatory  Analy^'  Not  required . 

D.  Need:  To  implement  Sec.  952  ol  Pub.  L.  96-499,  "Omibus  Reconciliation  Act  of  1980" . 

E.  Legal  Basis:  Sec.  1861(v)(l)  of  the  Social  Security  Act  Pub.  L  96-499 . 

F.  Cfvonology:  The  propo^  njle  is  currently  under  review.  When  the  review  is  completed,  it 
will  be  submitted  to  the  Department  for  approval. 

G.  Regulatory  FlexibiKty  Analysis  Needed:  Under  consideration . 

A  Description:  This  r^ulation  will  require  the  PRRB  to  determine  within  30  days  whether  it 

has  jurisdiction  over  an  issue  brou^  before  it  by  a  provider  and  authorize  judicial  review 
without  further  administrative  review  where  the  Board  decides  it  lacks  jurisdiction. 

B.  Why  Significant  This  regulation  will  expedite  the  administrative  appeals  process . 

C.  Regulatory  Analysis:  Not  required . . . 

D.  Neect  To  implement  Sea  955  of  Pub.  L  96-499,  "Omibus  Reconciliation  Act  of  1980" . 

E.  Legal  Basis  Sec.  1878  of  the  Social  Security  Act  and  Sec.  955  of  Pub.  L  96-499 . 

F.  Chronology:  The  final  rule  with  comment  period  is  currently  under  review.  When  the 
review  is  completed,  it  will  be  submitted  to  the  Department  for  approval. 

G.  Regulatory  Flexibilily  Analysis  Needed:  No . 

A  Description:  This  regulation  would  require  that  payment  be  made  for  inpatient  services 

under  ^it  A  where  a  beneficiaty  requiring  a  higher  level  of  care  is  erroneously  placed  in  a 
distinct  part  of  an  institution  that  provides  a  lower  level  of  care. 

B.  Why  Significanb  This  regulation  would  reimburse  at  the  appropriate  level  when  a 

beneficiary  received  covered  care  but  was  in  an  erroneous  placement  through  no  fault  ol 
Ns  own.  - 

C.  Regulatory  Analysis  Not  required . 

0.  Need:  To  impleinent  Sec.  9M  ol  Pub.  L.  96-499,  "Omnibus  Reconciliation  Act  of  1980" . 

E.  Legal  Basis  Sea  1879  of  the  Social  Security  Act  and  Sec.  956  of  Pub.  L  96^99 . 

F.  Chronology;  The  proposed  rule  is  currently  under  review.  When  the  review  is  completed,  it 
will  be  submitted  to  the  Department  for  approval. 

G.  Regulatory  Flexibility  Analysis  Needed:  No . 

A.  Description:  This  regulation  would  set  forth  the  requirement  lor  interest  payments  on 
disputed  Medicaid  funds  after  a  final  determination  of  allowability. 

B.  Why  Significant  This  regulation  would  establish  the  payment  of  interest  as  an  equitable 
solution  to  the  use  of  funds  pending  a  final  determination  ol  allowability.  It  would  also 
expedite  the  processing  of  Stale  appeals  from  notices  of  disallowances. 

C.  Regulatory  Analysis  Not  required . . . 

D.  Need:  To  implement  Sec.  96t  of  Pub.  L.  96-499,  "Omnibus  Reconciliation  Act  of  1980" .... 

E.  Legal  Basis  Sec.  1903(d)  of  the  Social  Security  Act . 

F.  Chrorxilogy:  The  propo^  rule  in  currently  under  review.  When  the  review  is  completed,  it 
will  be  submitted  to  the  Department  for  approval. 

G.  Regulatory  Flexk^ity  Art^ysis  Needed:  No . 


Henry  HeNr,  Director,  DMSCP,  BPP,  Room  489  EHR, 
6401  Security  Bhrd.,  Baltimore,  MO  21207.  301-594- 
8561. 


Paul  Riesel,  Branch  Chief,  PPRB.  BPP.  Room  1-A-1 
ELR,  6401  Security  Bhrd.,  Baltimore.  MD  21207.  301- 
597-1843. 


Bin  Bimie,  Chief.  PPRS,  PPRB.  BPP.  Room  1-E-S  ELR. 
6401  Security  Bhrd.,  Baltimore.  MD  21207.  301-594- 
5431. 


James  F.  Patton,  Director,  DVPS.  OPV.  BQC,  Room  2- 
E-5  EUL  6401  Security  Blvd..'  Baltimore.  MD  21207. 
301-594-8213. 


Stanley  J<atz.  Chief.  DTPL  BPP.  2nd  Fkxir,  Dogwood 
West  Bldg.,  1848  Gwynn  Oak  Ave.,  BalWire,  MO 
21207,  301-594-9595. 


Stanley  Katz,  Chief.  DTPL,  BPP.  2nd  Floor.  Dogwood 
West  Bldg.,  1848  Gwynn  Oak  Ave.,  Baltimore.  MO 
21207.  301-594-9595. 


David  McNally.  Director,  DFO,  OPA  BPO.  Rm.  350. 
Meadows  East  Bldg.,  6300  Security  Blvd.,  Baltirmre, 
MO  21207,  301-597-1397. 
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HCFA— Medicare/Medicaid  ftogram 
Nurae^AdiwIle  Services. 

K  DescnpUon:  This  regulation  wHI  specify  Federal  requiremerds  under  Medicaid  (title  XIX  of 
the  Social  Security  Act)  for  the  provision  of  nurse-midwife  services.  This  regulation  will 
define  nurse-midwife  senrices  and  specify  how  States  are  to  provide  for  these  service. 

B.  IV/iy  Signifioant:  Revised  requiramenls  will  improve  access  lo  a  cost-effective  source  of 
maternity  care. 

Marinos  Svalos.  Deputy  Direclor,  OM9CP,  BPP.  Room 
489  EHR,  6401  Security  Blvd.,  Baltimore,  MO  21207, 
301-594-6719. 

0.  N^:  To  implement  Sec.  9^  of  Pub.  L.  86-499,  ‘Onnfeus  Reconciliation  Act  of  1960" . 

F.  Chronology:  The  final  rule  with  comment  period  is  currently  under  review.  When  the 
review  is  completed,  It  will  be  submitted  to  the  ■Oepartmertt  for  approval. 

HCFA— Medicaid  Program;  Expanded 
Phase  Out  Provisioris  ol  Intermedi¬ 
ate  Care  Facilities  tor  the  Mentally 
Retarded  (ICF/MR);  Correction 
Plans. 

A.  Description:  This  regulation  extends  compliarice  deadlines  currertOy  in  regulations  if  ICF’s 
MR  can  show  good  laith  effort. 

B.  Why  SignificanI:  This  regulation  protects  facilities  from  urmeoessary  disntption  of  Federal 
furrding. 

Wayne  Smilh,  Program  Analyst,  HSOB,  2nd  Flooi.  Dog¬ 
wood  East  Bldg.,  1849  Gwynn  Oak  Ave.,  Baltimore. 
MO  20207, 301-594-765t. 

0.  Need:  To  provide  incentives  for  deinstitutiorraltzation  of  residents  in  ICFs/MR  arid  ensure 
that  the  health  and  safety  of  residetrts  remaining  In  tCFs/MR  is  protected. 

E.  Legai  Basis:  Secs.  1102,  1905<c)  and  (d)  of  the  Social  Security  Act  (42  U.S.C.  1302, 
1396d(c)  and  d(d). 

F.  Chronology:  The  final  rule  is  currently  under  review.  When  the  revtew  «  compleled  it  will 
be  submitted  tOvthe  Clepartment  for  approval. 

A.  Description:  This  regutaucn  wM  impose  a  new  eligibiilty  requiremenl  on  aged,  blind,  and 
disabled  applicants  lor  Medicaid.  It  will  allow  States  to  deny  fifiedicaid  to  irtdividuals  who 
dispose  of  assets  for  less  than  fair  marfiet  value. 

B.  Why  Significant  TNs  regulation  wilt  assure  that  available  income  and  assets  are  applied 
to  medical  needs  before  Medicaid  is  granted. 

Elmor  Smilh,  Director,  OEP,  BPP,  Room  440  EMR,  6401 
Security  Blvd.,  Baltimore,  MD  21207,  301-594-9050. 

E.  Legal  Basis:  Sec.  1613  ol  the  Social  Security  Act  (42  U.S.C.  1382b)  and  Sec.  5  of  Pub.  L. 
96-611. 

F.  Chrondogy:  The  proposed  rule  is  currently  urxfer  review.  When  (he  review  is  completed,  it 
will  be  sqbmitted  to  the  [department  for  approval. 

HCFA— Conditions  oi  Coverage  of  ‘ 
Suppliers:  End  Stage  Renal  Disease ' 
(ESRO). 

A.  Description:  This  regulation  revises  the  conditions  which  ESRO  facilities  must  meet  to  be 
approved  as  suppliers  of  end-stage  renal  disease  services. 

B.  Why  Significant  This  regulation  wilt  recognize  recent  developments  in  medical  practices . 

Bob  Moore,  Program  AnalysL  HSOB,  2rxf  Floor,  Dog¬ 
wood  East  Bkfg.,  1849  Gwynn  Oak  Ave.,  BaltitTXire. 
MO  21207.  301-594-9736. 

D.  N^:  Clarify  a^  expand  the  types  c4  dialysis  service,  facilities  that  will  be  approved  to 
furnish  and  facilitate  program  administration,  and  encourage  competition. 

E.  Legal  Basis:  Secs.  226A,  1102,  1671,  1861  of  the  Social  Secu^  Act  (42  U.S.C.  426-1, 
1302,  139Shh,  1395rr). 

F.  Chronology:  The  proposed  rule  was  published  on  January  16,  1961  (46  FR  3794).  The 
comment  period  dosed  on  March  16,  1981.' 

HCFA— Certification  of  Long  Term 
Care  Facilities  with  Repeal  Defi¬ 
ciencies. 

A.  Descrpfion:  This  regulation  eliminates  the  provision  that  brohibits  the  renewal  of  long  term 
care  provider  agreements  U  the  same  deficiency,  regardless  of  how  minor,  appears  in 
successive  certification  surveys. 

6.  Why  Significant  This  regulation  will  improve  program  administration  as  long  as  there  is  no 
jeopardy  or  adverse  affect  to  the  health  and  safety  of  patients. 

Terrence  Skelty,  Program  Analyst  HS(3B,  2rxf  Floor. 
Dogwood  East  Bldg.,  1849  Gwynn  Oak  Ave..  Balti¬ 
more.  MO  21207,  301-594-7942. 

D.  Need:  To  make  the  rules  for  skilled  nursing  facilities  arxl  intermediate  care  facilities 
consistent  with  the  rules  governing  other  providers  and  reduce  burden. 

E.  Legal  Basis:  Secs.  1102,  1814,  1881,  1665,  1866,  and  1910  of  (he  Sociat  Security  Act  (42 
u  s  e.  1302,  1395f,  1395x,  139Sbb,  i39Soc.  1395hh  and  1396). 

F.  Chronology:  The  proposed  nile  was  published  on  March  16,  1980  (45  FR  16S05).  The 
comment  period  dos^  on  May  13,  1980.  The  final  rule  is  cunently  urxfer  review.  When 
the  review  is  completed,  it  will  be  submitted  to  the  Department  tor  approvd. 

' 

HCFA— Medicare  Program:  Incentive 
Reimbursaitient  (or  ESRD  Dialysis 
Services. 

A.  Description:  This  regulation  establishes  an  irx»nlive-based  prospective  reinfi>ursement  for 
outpatient  maintenarKse  and  seif-care  dialysis  training  furnished  to  Medicare  beneficiaries. 

B.  Why  Significant  This  regulation  implements  portions  of  the  ESRD  amendments  of  1978, 
and  section  2145  of  the  "Omnibus  Reconciliation  Act  of  1981”. 

Bernadeete  Schumacher,  Chief,  ARSB,  BPP,  Rm.  1-C- 
1,  ELR,  6401  Security  Blvd.,  Balto  MD  21207,  (301) 
597-1048. 

D.  Need:  This  regulation  will  erxxfurage  economies  in  the  delivery  of  outpatiem  dialysis  and 
seH-care  dialysis  baining  services. 

E.  Legal  Basis:  Secs.  1881(b)(ll)(B)(ii)  of  the  Sodal  Security  Act  Pub.  L.  95-292.  Pub.  L.  97- 

F.  Chronology:  The  proposed  rule  Is  currently  urxter  review.  When  the  review  is  completed.  M 
will  be  submitted  to  the  Department  for  approval. 

HCFA— Medicare/Medicaid  Programs: 
Swing  Bed  Reimbursement. 

A.  Description:  This  regulation  will  provide  reimburaement  (or  small  rural  hospitals  which 
have  been  granted  a  certificate  of  need  for  provision  of  long  term  care  services. 

B.  Why  Significant:  This  regulation  will  refine  institutional  reimbursement  policies  to  assure 
more  efficient  dellvety  of  needed  health  care. 

Bill  Goelter,  ORP,  DISR,  RPB,  Branch  Chiel,  Rm.  l-D-1, 
ELR.  6401  Security  Blvd.,  Balto..  MD  21207.  |30t) 
597-1802. 

D.  A/e^;  To  implement  Sec.  904(0)  and  (b)  ol  Pub.  L.  96-499,  “Omnibus  Recorx^iliation  Act 
ol  1980". 

E.  Legai  Basis:  Secs.  1158,  1161,  1861(vK1)(G),  1863,  1902  and  1913  of  the  Social  Security 
Act 

F.  Chronology:  The  final  rule  with  comment  period  is  currently  under  review.  'When  the 
review  is  completed,  it  will  be  submitted  to  the  Department  for  approval. 

G.  Regulatory  Flexibility  Anaiysis  Needed:  Under  Consideration . . . 
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HCFA— Medicare/Medicaid  Programs: 
CondMons  of  Participation  for 
Stalled  Nursing  Fadlilies. 


HCFA— Medk:ara  ftagtanc  Ralm- 
bursement  of  Health  Care  Prepay¬ 
ment  Plans. 


HCFA— Medicare/Medicaid  Programs: 
Requirements  Applicable  to  Hyster¬ 
ectomies. 


HCFA— Medicare  Program:  Compre¬ 
hensive  Outpatient  Rehabilitation 
Facilities. 


HCFA— Medicare  Program:  Third 

Party  Liability  and  ESRO  Exclusioa 


HCFA— Medicaid  Program:  Prepaid 
Provider  (HMO)  Participation  in 
State  Plans. 


A  Desaipeon:  This  regulation  revises  and  consolidates  present  regulations  governing 
conditions  el  participation  for  SNFs. 

B.  Why  Significant  This  reguMion  is  part  ol  HCFA's  leguMory  reform  effort . 

C.  Regulatory  Anaiyaia:  Yes _ _ — . . . 

D.  Need:  This  regulation  is  needed  lo  reduce  operaling  burdens  on  SNFs,  emphasize  patienl 
care  goals,  promote  cost  containment,  maintain  adequate  quality  care,  and  achieve  more 
effective  complance. 

E.  Legal  Basis:  Secs.  1102, 1«14. 1861(0. 1663  and  1671  ol  tie  Social  Security  Act . 

F.  Chronology:  The  proposed  rule  is  under  review.  When  the  review  is  completed,  it  will  be 
forwarded  to  the  Department  for  approval. 

G.  Regulatory  Flextitliy  Anafyaia  Needed:  Yes.._ . . . . . . . 

A  OascrtplioH:  This  regulalion  establishes  relmburBement  nrlaa  lor  health  care  prepayment 

plans  which  are  reimbursed  under  a  reasonable  cost  basis, 
a  Why  Significant  This  regulation  is  part  ol  HCyA's  regulatory  reform  acBvIty . 

C.  Regulatory  impact  Analysis:  No . . . — 

D.  Need:  This  regulalion  will  clarify  and  simplify  reimbursemenl  policy  and  assure  similar 
treatment  of  prepayment  organizations  under  Madfcate. 

E  Legal  Basis:  Sees.  1802  and  1833(aKl)<A)  of  tie  SoeW  Secully  Act . 

F.  Chronology:  The  proposed  rule  was  published  on  10/31/60.  The  final  rule  is  under  review 
and  wilt  be  forwarded  to  tie  Department  for  approval. 

Q.  Regulatory  FlejabiNy  Anelysia  Needed:  No . . . . . . . . . 

A  Description:  This  regulation  waives  the  requirement  that  In  order  to  obtain  a  Federally- 
funded  hysterectomy,  a  woman  must  acknowledge  receipt  of  information  about  the  effects 
of  a  sterilization  even  if  she  is  beyond  child-baarfng  age  or  sterile  for  other  reasons. 

a  Hfi^  SlIgniHieanb  This  regulation  Is  part  ol  HCFA’s  reguMory  reform  activlly . . . 

C  Regulatory  Analyais:  HcA  . . . . . . . — . 

D.  Need:  This  regulation  will  reduce  administrabvely  burdensome  procedures  not  needed  to 
protect  patients. 

E.  Legal  Basis-  Secs.  1102, 1902(aM13).  190S<aK4MC)  of  the  Social  Security  Act . 

F.  Chronology:  Proposed  rule  pubkshad  1/19/81.  Thie  final  njia  is  under  review.  It  will  be 
forwarded  to  the  Department  «i4ten  the  rerdaw  is  completed. 

CL  Regulatory  FloiMlily  Analysia  Needed:  No . . . 

A  Deserpdon:  This  regtilation  recognizee  comprehensive  outpatient  rehabiWation  faeffties  as 
Medicare  "providers''  for  purposes  of  reimbursemenL  and  wW  provide  a  source  of 
comprehensive  rehabiNtallon  services. 

B. '  Why  Signmeant  This  regulation  is  part  of  HCFA's  regulatoiy  plan  to  promote  efficiency 
and  reduce  costs. 

C.  Regutetory  Impact  Analysis  No . . . 

D.  Need  This  regulation  implements  Sec.  933  of  Pub.  L  96-499,  "Omnibue  Reconciliation 
Act  of  1960". 

E.  Legal  Basis:  1632(aK2)<E),  1835<aH2KE).  1861(ocMddH3).  1663(e4  of  the  Social  Security 
Act 

F.  Chronology:  The  proposed  rule  is  under  review.  When  review  is  compMed,  the  regulation 
will  be  submitted  to  the  Department  tor  approval. 

G.  Regulatory  Flexibility  Analysis  Needed  Urtder  consideration . 

A  Desetipliort  This  regulation  establishes  that  Medicare  would  be  the  secondary  payor  tor 

ttte  first  12  months  tor  health  care  received  by  ESRD  berteficiattes  who  are  under  age  65 
and  who  are  also  covered  by  an  employer  group  health  plan,  arxi  also  estabkshes  that 
Medicare  would  be  6te  secondary  payor  for  services  covered  under  an  automobile,  tabmy. 
or  no-lault  insurance  policy  or  plan. 

B.  Why  Significant  This  regulation  is  part  of  HCFA's  regulatory  plan  to  promote  efficiency 
and  reduce  costs. 

C.  Regulatory  Impact  Analysis  No . . . 

D.  Need  This  regulation  Implements  Sea  2146  of  Pub.  L.  97-36,  "Omrilms  RecorrcWalion 
Act  of  1981"  and  Sec  953  of  Pub.  L.  96-499,  "Omntous  Recondliabon  Act  of  1960”. 

E  Legal  Basis  Sec.  1862(h)  pf  the  Social  Scrcurity  AcL  Sec.  953  of  Pub.  L  96-499  and 
Sec.  2146  of  Pub.  L  97-35. 

F.  Chronology:  The  propoeed  rula  is  under  reidew.  When  review  is  completed,  the  regulation 
will  be  forwarded  to  the  Department  tor  approval. 

Q.  Regufatoty  Flexibility  Ana!^  Needed  No._ . 

A  Description:  This  regulation  encourages  anrolmanl  of  Medicaid  beneSciaries  In  Health 
Maintenance  Organizations  by  modifying  qualification  criteria,  extending  limits  on  percent¬ 
age  of  Medicara/Medicaid  enrollees  and  oUiar  changes. 

B.  Why  Significant  This  regulation  Is  part  of  HCFA's  regulatory  plan  to  promote  efficlancy 
and  reduce  costs. 

C.  Regulatory  Impact  Analysis  No _ _ _ _ - . 

D.  Need  This  regulation  implements  Sac.  2176  of  Pub.  L  97-36,  "Omnibue  Reconciliation 
Act  of  1981". 

E.  Legal  Basis  Sec.  1903(m)  of  the  Social  Security  Act  as  amended  by  Pub.  L  97-35 . 

F.  Chronology:  The  propo^  rule  is  under  review.  Whan  review  is  complettd,  the  regulation 
will  be  fonvarded  to  the  Department  tor  approval 


HCFA— Medicafd  Program:  Definition 
of  Parsons  with  Related  CondF 
tions— Mental  Retardation. 


G.  Regulatory  Fleidbility  Analyst  Needed  Under  cc^^sidf-ration _ _ _ 

A  Bescripiion:  This  regulation  deletes  ttie  reference  in  Medicaid  regulations  that  defines 
persons  with  conditions  related  to  mental  retardation  in  tamis  of  "developmenlal  disability’' 
and  establishes  a  new  definition  for  Medicaid  purposes. 

B.  Why  Significant  This  regulation  is  p«ut  ol  HCFA's  regulatory  plan  to  promote  afficiancy 
and  reduce  costs. 

C.  Regulatory  Analysis  Not  required . . . . . . . . . . 

D.  Need  This  regulation  is  requirad  as  a  result  of  amandmanis  to  the  Developmental 
Disabilities  Assistance  and  Bin  of  Rights  Act  which  could  have  an  undesirable  affect  on 
Medicaid. 

E  Legal  Basis  Sec.  1102  of  the  Social  Security  Act _ 

F.  Chronology:  This  proposed  rule  is  under  review.  When  the  review  is  completed,  n  will  be 
submitted  to  the  Department  tor  approval. 

G.  Regulatoiy  Flexibility  Analysia  Needed  No . . . 


Contact 


Richard  LenehaA  AnMysL  HSQB.  DLTC,  2-F-3.  DWE 
1649  Gywtvt  Oak  Ave..  Balto..  Md  21207,  (301)  594- 
7651. 


Bernadette  Schumacher.  Branch  Chief,  BPP,  ARSB,  Rm. 
1-C-1.  ELa  6401  Security  Blvd..  Baltimore.  Md 
21207.  (301)  597-1048. 


Raymond  Johrtsoa  Branch  Chief,  BPP.  OCP.  Rm.  455. 
EHR,  6401  Security  Blvd..  Baltimore.  IMd.  21207,  (301) 
594-9370. 


Henry  Hefw.  BPP.  OMSCP,  Rm.  489.  EHR.  6401  Secu¬ 
rity  Blvd..  Baltimore.  Md.  21207,  (301)  594-8S61 


Herb  Pollack.  Branch  ChieL  BPP,  OEP.  Rm.  474,  EHR. 
6401  Security  Bhrd..  Baltimore.  Md.  21207,  poi)  594- 
4978. 


Oemadetle  Schumacher.  Brarxdt  Chief,  BPP,  ARSB.  Rm. 
1-C-1,  ELR.  6401  Security  Blvd,  Balto..  Md  21207, 
(301)  597-1046. 


Ru6i  Foalar.  Chief,  BPP.  OCP,  Rat  426,  EHR,  6301 
Security  Blvd.  Balta.  Md  21207,  (301)  594-9442. 
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HCFA— Medicare/Medicaid  Programs:  A  Description:  This  regulation  would  set  standards  for  the  continuation  of  roimbursement  to  Liz  Flynn.  Analyst  ORDS,  Rm.  4229  North  Bldg.,  200 
Continued  Use  of  Demonstration  hospitals  in  accordance  with  a  reimbursement  system  approved  as  a  demonstration  project.  Independence  Ave.,  S.W.,  Wash.,  D.C.  20201,  (202) 

Reimbursement  Systems.  B.  ¥Vhy  Significant  This  regulation  will  further  program  effitiency .  245-6024. 

C.  Regulatory  Analysts:  No . 

D.  Need:  To  implement  Sec.  903  of  Pub.  L  96-499,  "Onnibus  Reconciliation  Act  of  1980” . 

E.  Legat  Basis:  Sec.  1814(b)  of  the  Social  Security  Act  Sec.  903  of  Pub.  L  96-499 . 

F.  Chronology:  The  propo^  rule  is  cunently  under  review.  When  the  review  is  completed,  It 
will  be  submitted  to  the  Department  for  approval. 

G.  Regulatory  Flexibility  Anafysis  Needed:  No . 

HCFA — Medicare  Program:  Withhold-  A.  Description:  This  regulation  wMt  clarify  due  process  procedures  that  must  be  followed'  James  Patton,  Director,  DVPS,  OPV,  BQC,  Rm.  2-E-5, 
ing  Payments  to  Practitionars,  Pro-  when  payments  to  practitioners,  provkiars  and  suppliers  of  services  under  the  Medicare  EtR,  6401  Security  Blvd.,  Balto.,  Md.  21207,  (301) 

viders  and  Suppliers  of  Services.  program  are  withheld  because  of  suspected  fraud  or  willful  misrepresentation.  594-8213. 

B.  Why  Significant  The  regulation  wM  clarify  existing  procedures  by  providing  timely  notice 
and  administrative  review. 

C.  Regulatory  Artalysla:  Not  required . 

D.  Need:  Current  regulations  do  not  provide  dear  notification  and  review  procedures.  This 
regulation  will  establish  procedures  to  safeguard  Federal  financial  Interest  as  well  as  the 
interests  of  the  affected  party. 

E.  Legal  Basis:  Secs.  1102  and  1871  of  the  Social  Security  Act  (42  U.S.C.  1302  and  1395) . 

F.  Chronology:  The  proposed  njle  was  published  on  12/1/81.  The  comment  period  closed 
on  1/30/81.  A  final  rule  is  currently  wider  review.  When  the  review  is  completed,  it  will  be 
submitted  to  the  Department  for  approval. 

G.  Regulatory  Flexibility  Analyaia  Needed  No . - . 

HCFA— Medicaid  Program:  Conditions  A  Description:  This  regulation  establishas  conditions  for  initial  approval  of  MMIS  and  for  Robert  Ouloosian,  Branch  Chief,  BBP,  PSB,  Rm.  1445, 
of  Approval  end  Reapproval  for  subsequent  reapproval.  This  regulation  also  establishes  procedures  for  reduction  of  FFP  ME,  6300  Security  Blvd.,  Balto.,  Md.  21207,  (301) 

Medicaid  Management  Information  directed  to  MMIS  in  those  States  failing  to  meet  either  Initial  or  reapproval  standards.  594-8040 

Systems  (MMIS).  B.  Why  Significant  This  regulation  Is  part  of  HCFA’s  regulatory  reform  plan  to  promote 

efficiency  and  reduce  costs.  , 

C.  Regulatory  Impact  Anatysis:  No . 

D.  Need:  This  regulation  will  ImplemenL  in  part  the  amendment  to  Sec.  1903  of  the  Social 
Security  Act  made  by  the  Mental  Health  Systems  Act  and  will  help  ensure  that  MMIS  are 
being  used  effectively  to  manage  the  medicaid  programs  and  reduce  program  costs. 

E.  Legal  Basis:  Secs.  1102,  1902(aK4),  1903(a)(3),  and  1903(r) . 

F.  Chronology:  The  proposed  rule  is  under  review.  When  the  review  is  completed,  it  will  be 
submitted  to  the  Department  for  approval. 

G.  Regulatory  Flexibility  Artalysla  Needed:  No . 

HCFA— Medicaid  Program:  Overpay-  A.  Description:  This  regulation  would  require  States  to  establish  procedures  to  identify  Guy  Harriman,  Branch  Chief,  BPO,  OSPE,  Rm.  1-C-1, 
ment  Reporting  Requirements.  oveqiayments  made  to  providers  of  services  and  report  them  to  HCFA  on  a  timely  basis.  ME.  6305  Security  Bhrd.,  Balto.,  Md.  21207,  (301) 

B.  Why  Significant  This  rule  will  contribute  toward  program  efficiency .  594-8193 

C.  Rf^triatory  Impact  Analysis:  Not  required . 

0.  Need:  This  regulation  is  needed  to  reduce  State  and  Federal  Medicaid  program  costs . 

E.  Legat  Basis:  Sec.  1603(d)(2)  of  the  Social  Security  Act . . 

F.  Chronology:  This  propMed  rule  is  currently  under  review.  When  the  review  is  completed,  it 
wiH  be  submitted  to  the  Department  for  approval. 

G.  Regulatory  Flexibility  Anafyals  Needed:  No . 

HCFA— Medicare-Medicaid  Program:  A.  Description-  This  regulation  would  establish  a  prospective  reimbursement  payment  method  Bemie  Truffer,  Section  Chief,  ORP,  BPP,  Rm.  1-C-1, 
Rural  Health  Clinics— Prospective  for  rural  health  clinic  services.  ELR,  6401  Security  Bhrd..  Balto.,  Md.  21207.  (301) 

Reimbursement.  B.  Why  Significant  This  regulation  will  improve  the  efficiency  of  the  Medicaid  artd  Medicare  597-1369 

programs. 

C.  Regulatory  Flexibility  Analysis:  Not  required . 

D.  Need:  This  wiH  refine  institutional  reimbursement  policies  to  assure  the  most  efficient 
delivety  of  health  care. 

E.  Legal  Basis:  Sec.  1833(a)(3)  of  the  Social  Security  M . 

F.  Ctmnoiogy:  This  proposed  rule  is  under  review.  When  that  review  is  completed.  It  will  be 
forwarded  to  the  (Jepwtment  for  approval. 

G.  Regulatory  Flexibility  Analysis  Needed:  Lfoder  consideration . 

HCFA— Medfoare  Program:  Medigap  A.  Description:  This  regulation  establishes  a  mechanism  lor  Federal  review  of  Medicare  Thomas  Hoyer,  Staff  Assistant,  BPP,  OCP,  Rm.  401, 
Certification  of  Supplemental  Health  supplemental  health  insurance  policies  in  States  without  a  regulatory  program  or  one  that  EHR,  6401  Security  Bhrd.,  Balto.,  Md.  21207,  (301) 

Insurance  Policies.  is  not  approved  by  the  Supplemental  Health  Insurance  Panel.  594-9690 

B.  Why  SignificarO:  This  regulation  will  enable  beneficiaries  to  identify  Medigap  policies  that 
provide  adequate  benefits. 

C.  Regulatory  Analysis:  Not  required . 

D.  Need:  To  Implement  In  part  Sec.  507  of  Pub.  L  96-265 . 

E.  Legal  Basis:  Sec.  1882  of  the  Social  Security  Act  Sec.  507  of  Pub.  L  96-265 . 

F.  Chrorxtiogy:  The  proposed  rule  was  publish^  on  1/21/81.  The  final  rule  is  under  review 
and  will  be  forwarded  to  the  Department  when  that  review  is  completed. 

G.  Regulatory  FlexfiMy  Analysis  Needed-  Under  consideration . 

Office  of  Human  Development  Services 

HOS-4— Developmental  Disabilities  A.  Description  This  final  rule  will  implement  the  1978  and  1981  Amendments  to  the  Ms.  Madelyn  C.  Schultz,  Administration  on  Developmen- 

Program:  (aeneral  Rules.  Developmental  Disabilities  Assistance  and  Bill  of  Rights  Act  These  rules  will  provide  tal  DisabHities,  room  3650,  HHS  North  Bldg.,  330 

maximum  flexibility  to  States  in  providing  protectiort  advocacy  and  other  services  to  the  Independence  Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20201, 

developmentally  disabled.  (202)  472-7213. 

B.  Why  Significant  This  regulation  will  simplify  State  administration  of  the  Developmental 
Disabilities  program  and  reduce  the  reporting  and  paperwork  requirements. 

C.  Regulatory  Analysis:  Not  required . 

D.  Need:  To  implernant  the  1978  Amendments  to  the  Developmental  Disabilities  /Assistance 
and  Bill  of  Rights  Act  as  amended  by  Pub.  L  97-35. 

E.  Legal  Basis:  42  U.S.C.  6008 . 

F.  Chronology:  Notioe  of  Proposed  Rulemaking  published  on  May  9,  1980  (45  FR  31006) . 

Q.  Regulatory  Flexibifity  Anidysis  Required:  No . 
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Tide 


Summary 


HDS-e — Native  American  Program; 
General  Rules. 


HOS-7— Oiild  Abuse  and  Neglect 
Prevention  and  Treatment  Program: 
General  Rules. 


A.  Description:  This  regutadon  would  simpMy  and  clarify  eidsting  regulations  and  implemenl 
significant  changes  in  policies  and  operation  to  reflect  experience  in  operating  tie  program. 

B.  Hfry  SignUicant  The  Native  American  Grants  provide  valuable  resources  to  Native 
Americans  in  their  efforts  to  achieve  economic  and  social  selFsidficiency. 

C  Regubtoiy  Analysis:  Not  required _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

D.  Need:  Regulations  are  needed  to  ni^e  administrative  improvements  which  include  a 
simplWod  appeals  process;  improved  management  control  and  paperwork  reducdorr  and 
the  removal  of  unnecessary  provisions. 

E.  Legal  Basis:  42  U.S.C.  2991 . 

F.  Chronology:  None . . . . . . . 

G.  Flegulatory  Flexhaty  Analysis  Required:  Under  consideration . . 

A.  Description:  This  reguls^  win  implement  statutory  amendments  to  the  Chtd  Abuse 
Prevention  and  Treatment  Act  which  provides  discredonafy  grants  tor  demonstration  and 
service  protects  and  research  protects  to  prkrata,  nonprofit  organizations.  In  additioa  It 
provides  special  grants  to  States  who  meet  the  ellgfellity  criteria  for  child  abuse  prevention 
and  treatment  projects. 

B.  Why  Signmcant:  This  regulation  will  levisa  the  definition  of  chHd  abuse  and  neglect  to 
include  sexual  abuse  and  sexual  exploitation  as  required  by  the  statute. 

C.  Regulatory  Anatysia:  Not  required. . . . . . . 

0.  Need:  To  implement  the  Child  Abuse  Prevention  and  Treatment  and  Adoption  Reform  Act 

of  1978. 


HDS-1S— Eligibility  Requirements  and 
Limitations  for  Environment  in  Head 
Start. 


HDS-16— Adoption  Assistance  and 
Child  WeHare  Act  of  1980. 


HOS-24— Woik  Ineanllve  Program: 
Period  wNhln  which  Stale  Claims 
must  be  filed. 


HOS-2S — Runaway  Youth  Program: 
Removal  of  Part  1351. 


HOS-28— Head  Start  Program. 


HDS-27 — Social  Services  Programs 
urxler  Title  XX  of  the  Social  Secu¬ 
rity  Act  Omnibus  Technical  Rules. 


E.  Legal  Basis:  42  U.S.C.  5101  el  seq... . . . . . 

F.  Chronology:  Notice  of  Proposed  RulenWdng  pubished  on  May  29, 1980  (45  FR  35794} . 

G.  Regulatory  Flexhmiy  Analysis  Required:  No_ . . . . . 

A.  Description:  This  regulation  wHt  implement  a  new  legislative  requirement  of  Pub.  L  95-568 
which  allows  a  Head  Start  program  to  establish  more  liberal  eligibility  criteria  if  the 
community  in  which  it  is  operating  meets  certain  statutory  requirements. 

B.  Why  Significant  This  amendment  will  allow  more  than  15%  over  income  children  to  enroll 
in  Head  Start  programs  located  in  communities  which  meet  criteria  established  in  the 
statute. 

C.  Regulatory  Analysis:  Not  required . . . . . . . . . 

0.  Need:  To  implement  a  1978  amendment  to  the  Headstart-Fonow  Through  Act . .!!! _ 

E.  Legal  Bas^  Pub.  L  97-35,  Sec.  835.. . . . . . 

F.  Chronology:  None _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

Q.  Regulatory  Flexibfilty  Analysis  Requfied:  Under  considerafion _ _ _ _ _ _ 

A  Description:  This  regulation  will  implement  the  provisions  of  the  Adoption  Assistance  and 

Child  Welfare  Act  of  1980  to  establish  a  program  of  adoption  assistance;  strengthen  the 
program  of  foster  care  assistance  for  neglected  and  dependent  children;  and  to  improve 
the  child  welfare  services  program. 

B.  Hffiy  Significant  The  regulation  wH  assist  States  to  improve  die  public  foster  care 
program  by  reducing  the  number  of  chfidren  in  foster  care  through  increased  preventive 
senrices;  better  planning  for  tml  senrices  to  childran  in  care;  establishing  an  adoption 
assistance  program;  and  Instituting  greater  efforts  to  enable  chOdren  to  return  home. 

C.  Regulatory  Analysis:  Not  required _ - _ 

D.  Need  To  implerneni  Sectian  101-103  of  Pub.  L  96-272 _ 

E.  Legal  Basis:  Pub.  L  96-272;  94  Stat  500  et  seq _ 

F.  Chronology:  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemalang  published  on  December  31,  1980  (46  FR 
86812). 

Q.  Regrriatory  FleOtfilty  Analysis  Required  No _ _ _ _ _ 

A  Descr^liott  This  regulation  would  estabSsh  a  2-ye8r  tima  Imit  for  the  payment  of  claims 
by  the  State  grantees  under  the  Work  Incentive  Program  in  accordance  with  new 
legislation. 

B.  Why  Significant  These  regulations  are  intended  to  improve  the  financial  management 
programs  under  the  Social  Security  AcL 

C.  Regulatory  Analysis:  Not  required _ _ _ 

D.  Need  The  regulation  is  requirsd  by  new  legislation _ _ 

E.  Legal  Basis  Section  1132  of  the  Social  Security  Act  as  amended  by  Pub.  L  96-272 _ 

F.  Chrorralogy:  Notw _ _ _ ; _ _ _ 

Q.  Regulatory  Fleidbility  Analysis  Requfied  No _ ! _ _ _ _ _ 

A  Description:  This  rule  removes  45  CFR  Part  1351  which  deala  with  the  Runaway  Youth 

Program. 

B.  Wity  Significant  Furthers  the  President’s  deregulation  initiafive . . . 

C.  Regulatory  Analysis:  Not  required _ _ 

D.  Need:  Removes  unnecessary  Federal  retyiirements _ _ _ _ 

E.  Legal  Basis  42  U.S.a  5702 . 

F.  Chronology:  None _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

Q.  Regulatory  FleoblSty  Analysis  Required:  No _ _ 

A  Description-  This  will  be  a  complete  reorganization  and  rewrite  of  all  Head  Start  program 

regulations  to  update  and  simplify  requirements  and  to  ensure  efficient  program  operatioa 

B.  Why  Significant  These  regulations  are  being  reviewed  as  a  group  for  the  first  time. 
Proposed  changes  will  ensurs  consistancy  and  belter  program  management 

C.  Regulatory  Analysis  Not  rsquired . . 

D.  Need  To  respond  to  EO.  12291 _ 

E.  Legal  Basis  Omnibus  Budget  Reconcillalion  Act  of  1980,  Pub.  L  97-35,  Section  636 — . 

Q.  Regulatory  Flexlfiiay  Anatysia  Raquirad  Yae _ _ _ _ 

A  Description  This  regulation  will  deleta  al  referenoae  to  social  eaniioaa  under  Sties  L  IV-A 
X,  XIV,  XVI  and  )(X  of  the  Social  Security  AcL  The  Omnibus  Budget  RecondHaSon  Act  of 
1961  (Pub.  L.  97-35)  combinad  tha  social  earvicas  programs  administeied  to  the  territories 
under  titles  I,  IV-A  X,  XIV,  and  XVI  (AABDL  told  In  toa  Stataa  undar  Hla  XX,  into  a  singla 
block  grant  knourn  as  “Tha  TWa  XX  Block  Granl  to  Stataa  tor  Social  Servicas.”. 

B.  Why  Significant  Skica  axisting  regulations  governing  theaa  programa  do  not  apffit  k>  lha 
block  grant  program,  this  ragulaiion  wSI  dalale  bolk  anSra  parts  ant  reterencas  within  a 
part  that  apply  to  the  above  grant-ki-aid  programs  replaced  by  tha  bloek  grant 

C.  Regulatory  Impact  Anatyais  Not  required . . . . 

D.  Need:  To  del^  utmacessary  Federal  regulations . . . . . . . 

E.  Legal  Basis  Pub.  L  97-35- .  . . . . 

F.  Chronology:  Nona. . . . . . . 

Q.  Regulatory  Flexhmty  Amfiysis  Required  No . . . . . 


Contarri 


Jim  Young,  Assodale  Commissioner.  Office  of  Planning 
and  Program  Development  Administration  for  Native 
Americans,  rorxn  5300,  HHS  North  Bldg.,  330 
independeiKX  Awenue.  SW.,  Washington.  D.C.  20201. 
(202)  245-7776. 


Frank  Ferre,  Associate  Chief,  Children’s  Bureau.  Admin¬ 
istration  for  Chidren.  Youth  arxl  Families,  room  2030. 
Donohoe  Bktg.  400  6lh  St.  SW..  Washingloa  D.C. 
20013,  (202)  755-7418. 


Henlay  Foster,  Associate  Oirerrirx,  Head  Start  Adminis- 
tiation  for  Children,  Youth  and  Families,  room  5161. 
Donohoe  Bldg.,  400  6th  St.  SW..  Washington.  D.C. 
20013.  (202)  756-7782 


Ms.  Beatrice  Morxe,  Director.  Child  Weltare  Services 
Stats  Grata  Okrisiott  Chiktren's  Bureau,  Administration 
tor  Children,  Youth  and  Famines,  room  2749,  Dono¬ 
hoe  Bldg,  400  6th  St.  SW,  Washington,  D.G  20013. 
(202)755-8888. 


Acting  Executive  Director.  National  Coordtoation  Com¬ 
mittee  Work  Incentive  Program,  room  5102.  Patrick 
Henry  Building.  601  0  St.  NW,  Washingtoa  D.G 
20213.  (202)  387-6694. 


Warren  Master,  Acting  Commisskxier,  Administration  lor 
Childrea  Youth  and  Families,  room  5030,  Donohoe 
Bldg,  400  6th  St.  SW,  Washington.  D.C  20013, 
(202)  755-7773. 


Warren  Master,  Acting  Commissioner.  Administration  for 
Chtkfiaa  Youth  and  Families,  room  5030,  Dorxjhoa 
Bktg,  400  6to  St.  SW,  Washingtoa  a&  20013, 
(202)756-7773. 


Mrs.’  Johnnie  U.  Brooks,  Director,  Division  of  Policy 
Coordtoalioa  Office  of  Poficy  Development  Rra  722- 
E  Humphrey  Bktg,  200  Independenos  Ave,  SW, 
Washingtoa  0.&  20201,  (202)  472-4415.  ^ 
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Food  and  Drug  Administration 

The  Department  is  considering  some  significant  Food  and  Drug  Administration  proposed 
and  final  regulations  in  addition  to  those  listed  below.  Included  among  them  are  those 
regulations  which  are  listed  in  the  April  30,  1981  semi-annual  agenda  and  which  have  not 
yet  been  published.  The  need  for  these  regulations  is  being  further  reviewed  in  light  of  the 
Secretary's  reservation  for  himself  of  authority  to  publish  certain  FDA  regulations.  That 
reservation  was  published  in  the  Federal  Register  on  May  11, 1981. 


Title 


SufTMlwry 


New  Drug  Approval  Process;  Revision 
of  IND/NOA  Regulations. 


A.  Description:  Under  section  S<aK3)  ol  E.O.  12291,  FDA  is  reviewing  and  will  propose  to 
revise  the  existing  regulations  for  investigational  new  dnigs  (IND's)  and  new  drug 
applications  (NDA's)  to  improve  the  efficiency  of  FDA's  operation  and  to  update  and  refine 
its  internal  policies  in  reviewing,  processing,  and  communicating  with  sponsors  and 
applicants  on  IND's  arxf  NDA's. 

B.  Why  Sgnmcant  These  revisions  are  intended  to  improve  the  approval  process  and  the 
accompanying  dialogue  between  FDA  and  sponsors  of  IND's  arxt  NDA's.  The  Improve¬ 
ments  wilt  benefit  consumers  through  earlier  availability  of  new  drugs. 

C.  Regutatory  Impact  Analysis:  Yes . 

D.  Need:  Experience  with  these  regulations  after  a  number  of  years  and  comments  by 
members  of  Congress,  regulated  Industries,  consumer  groups,  and  the  general  public  have 
identified  areas  where  the  IND  and  NDA  procedures  and  requirements  need  updating  and 


Patient  Package  Inserts  for  Prescrip¬ 
tion  Drug  Products  (21  CFR  Part 
203). 


Health  Planning  and  Resources  De¬ 
velopment  (42  CFR  Parts  121,  122, 
123,  and  124). 


improving. 

E.  Legal  Basis:  21  U.S.C.  355,  357,  371(a) . - . 

F.  Chronology:  The  proposed  NDA  and  IND  regulations  are  expected  out  of  agency  and  to 
the  (department  Nov.  1961  and  May  1982  respectrvely. 

G.  Regulatory  Flexibility  Analysis  Required:  Yes . 

A  Description:  FDA  is  reviewing  this  existing  regulation  that  requires  manufacturers  of 

designated  prescriptioivdnig  products  to  prepare  and  distribute  labMing  that  is  intended  for 
the  patient  The  regulation  requires  the  dispenser  of  the  product  to  provide  the  labeling  to 
the  patient  when  the  product  Is  dtepensed. 

B.  Why  Signmcant  As  criginally  premulgated  the  regulation  was  intended  to  help  patients 
use  prescription  dnigs  more  safey  and  effectively. 

C.  Rectory  An^ysia:  Yes . - . 

D.  Need:  Patients  may  not  pay  attention  to,  understand,  or  remeinber  important  prescription 
drug  information  presented  orally  to  them  by  their  physicians. 

E.  Legs/  Basis:  21  U.S.C.  352,  353,  355,  357,  371;  42  U.S.C.  2622 . . . 

F.  Chronology:  In  the  Federal  REOiSTEn  of  April  28.  1961  (46  FR  23739  and  23615),  FDA 
stayed  the  effective  dates  of  its  patient  package  insert  program  to  permit  further  review  of 
questions  that  continue  to  be  raised  about  the  actual  costs  and  benefits  of  the  program 
and  to  review  the  rulemaking  with  respect  to  Executive  Order  12291.  On  September  30, 
1981  and  October  1,  1961  FDA  held  public  meetings  to  receive  Information  and  views 
from  interested  persons.  The  period  for  submitting  written  comments  closed  on  October 
15. 1981.  Comments  arxf  other  information  are  being  evaluated. 

G.  Regulatory  FlexibIKIy  Analysis  Required:  To  be  determined . 

A  Descriptiorc  Health  planriing  regulations,  intended  to  control  rising  hospital  costs,  have 

themselves  been  co^  and  appear  to  have  restrained  competition  within  the  health  care 
industry.  Extensive  justification  Is  required  for  expansion  of  facilities  and  services,  or 
changes  in  acquisition  of  new  equIpnieiTL  These  regulations  will  be  reviewed  and  ways 
explored  to  make  them  more  cost-effective,  pending  legislative  action  to  terminate  the 


program. 


Reasonable  Volume  of  Uncompensat¬ 
ed  Services  to  Persons  Unable  to 
Pay  (42  CFR  Pert  124,  Subpan  F). 


B.  Why  Signmcant  Existing  health  planning  regulations  are  being  reviewed  and  areas 
identified  where  substantiva  changes  can  be  made  to  relieve  the  Federal  regulatory 
burden  Highest  priority  will  be  given  to  those  revisions  with  major  deregtriatory  impact 
which  are  consistent  with  both  the  limited  continuation  of  the  health  planning  program  and 
its  eventual  phaseout  These  revisions  will  also  Incorporate  changes  needed  to  implement 
provisions  in  the  Health  Planning  and  Resources  Development  Amendments  of  1979  (Pub. 
L  96-79),  die  Health  Program  Extension  Act  of  1980  (Pub.  L  96-538),  and  the  Omnibus 
Budget  Recorx^ticn  Act  of  1961  (Pub.  L  97-35). 

C.  Regulatory  Analysis:  Not  required . . . 

D.  Need  To  relieve  the  Federal  regulatory  burden  on  health  planning  agencies  and  health 
care  providers  and  to  implement  the  provisions  of  Pub.  L  96-79,  Pub.  L  96-538,  and  Pub. 
L  97-35. 

E.  Legal  Authority:  Public  Health  Service  Act  as  amended  (41  U.S.C.  300k-1,  42  U.S.C.  216, 
41  U.S.C.  3001-4,  3001-6,  42  U.S.C.  300-O-1,  300-r). 

F.  Ovonology:  Nona . . . . . 

G.  Regulatory  Flexibility  Anatysis  Required:  No . . . 

A  Description:  Existing  regulations  at  42  CFR  Part  124,  Subpart  F,  establish  specific 

requirements  that  recipients  of  Federel  assistance  under  Tide  VI  or  Title  XVI  of  the  Public 
Health  Senrice  Act  must  meet  to  assure  that  they  will  make  available.  In  the  facility  or 
portion  of  the  facility  ccnsducted,  modernized  or  converted  with  that  assistance,  a 
reasonable  volume  of  services  to  persons  unable  to  pay  for  services. 

B.  Why  Signmcant  These  existing  regulations  are  b^ng  reviewed  to  determine  which 
policies  could  be  revised  to  increase  flexibility  in  monitoring  and  enforcement  and  in 
determining  levels  cf  uncompensated  services  to  persons  unable  to  pay. 

C.  Regulatory  Analysla:  Yes . 

D.  Need  To  provide  greater  flexibility  In  determining  compliance  with  assurance  of  reason¬ 
able  volume  of  uncompensated  services  to  persons  unable  to  pay. 

E.  Legal  Authority:  Pdcbc  Health  Service  Act  Sections  215  (42  U.S.C.  216),  1525  (42  U.S.C. 
3(X)m-4).  1620(3)  (42  U.S.C.).  and  1627  (42  U.S.C.  300S-6). 

F.  Chronology:  Existing  regulations  (42  CFR  Pari  124,  Subpart  F)  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  May  18. 1979  (44  FR  29375). 

G.  Regulatory  Flexibility  Analysis  Requked  Yes . . . 


Contact 


IND  Regulations:  Steven  Unger,  (Seneral  Regulations 
Branch  (HFD-30),  Bureau  of  Drugs,  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD 
20857,  301-443-5200. 

NDA  Regulations:  Michael  McGrane,  (general  Regula¬ 
tions  Branch  (HFD-30),  Bureau  of  Drugs,  Food  and 
Drug  Administration,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville, 
MO  20657,  301-443-5200. 


Michael  McGrane,  (Seneral  Regulations  Branch  (HFO- 
30),  Bureau  of  Drugs,  Food  and  Dnjg  Administration, 
5600  Rshers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857,  301-443- 
5200. 


Libby  Merrilt  Director,  Policy  Coordination  Staff  Bureau 
of  Health  Planning,  Health  Resources  Admkiistratioit 
3700  East-West  Hgwy.,  Hyattsville,  MD  20762  (301) 
436-6870;  FTS  436-6870. 


Florence  B.  Fiorl,  Director,  Bureau  of  Health  Facilities, 
Health  Resources  Administration,  3700  East-West 
Hgwy.,  Hyattsville,  MD  20782,  (301)  436-7700. 
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Titla  j  Summary 

•  « 

I  Food  and  Drug  Administration 


Contact 


Health  Maintenance  Organizations  (42 
CFR  Part  110). 


Various  Categorical  Grant  Regulations 
(42  CFR  Parts  Sib,  51c,  Sid,  511, 
55a,  56,  and  59). 


Reduction  of  Recordkeeping  and  Re¬ 
porting  Requirements  (42  CFR  Part 
1  to  Part  399) 


A.  Description:  Existing  regulations  at  42  CFR  Part  110  establish  requirements  for  the 
organization  and  operation  of  Health  Maintenance  Organizations  (HMOs). 

B.  Why  Significant:  Existing  regulations  will  bb  revised  to  conform  with  the  HMO  Amend¬ 
ments  of  1981  in  the  Omnibus  Budget  Reconciliation  Act  of  19B1  (Pub.  L  97-35).  In 
addition,  the  regulations,  and  in  particulw  42  CFR  Part  110,  Subparts  A  and  H,  which 
establish  requirements  lOr  HMOs  and  for  employees'  health  benefits  plans,  win  be 
reviewed  for  the  purpose  of  removing  burdensome  requirements  that  are  not  required  by 
statute  or  are  not  necessary  for  sound  program  implementation. 

C.  Regulatory  Analysis:  Not  rec^  ad . . . . . 

D.  Need:  To  amend  existing  regulations  in  conformance  with  Pub.  L  07-35  and  to  remove 
burdensome  requirements  which  hinder  the  growth  and  financial  soundness  of  HMOs. 

E.  Legal  Authority:  Public  Health  Service  Act  Sections  215  (42  U.S.C.  216),  and  1301-1316 
(42  U.S.C.  300C-300C-17). 

F.  Chronology:  Regulations  recently  published  in  the  Feoeral  Register  at  42  CFR  Part 
110;  Subpart  A,  October  31,  1980  (45  FR  72524);  Subpart  H,  October  31,  1980  (45  FR 
72512).  Pub.  L.  97-35  enacted  on  August  13,  1981. 

G.  Regulatory  Flexibility  Analysis  Required:  Yes . 

A  Description:  Regulations  at  42  CFR  Parts  51b,  51e,  51d,  511.  55a.  56.  arxl  59  establish 

requirements  that  eligible  applicants  must  meet  to  receive  various  Pubic  Health  Service 
grants. 

B.  Why  Significant-  These  existing  regulations  are  being  reviewed  to  identify  and  remove 
burdensome  and  unnecessary  requirements  in  those  Public  Health  Service  regulations  for 
categorical  grants  that  were  not  included  in  the  block  grants  authorized  by  the  Omnibus 
Budget  Reconciliation  Act  of  1981  (Pub.  L.  97-35). 

C.  Regulatory  Analysis:  Not  required . . 

D.  Need:  To  remove  burdensome  and  unnecessary  requirements  in  existing  Public  Health 
Service  regulations  governing  various  categorical  grants. 

E.  Legal  Authority:  Public  Health  Service  Act,  as  amended . 

F.  Chrorxflogy:  No'W . 

G.  Regulatory  Flexibility  Analysis  Required:  Yes . 

A.  Description:  Existing  regulations  at  42  CFR  Part  1  to  Part  399  establish  specific 
recordkeeping  and  reporting  rec)uirements  that  must  be  met  to  comply  with  applicable 
provisions  of  the  Public  Health  Service  Act  and  related  statutes.  These  requirements  will 
be  reviewed  to  identify  and  eliminata  unnecessary  or  burdensome  requirements  and  to 
request  Office  of  Management  and  Budget  (0MB)  approval  for  recordkeeping  arxl 
reporting  requirements  which  have  not  yet  been  cleared. 

B.  Why  Significant:  Elimination  of  unnecessary  or  burdensome  recordkeeping  and  reporting 
requirements  in  existing  regulations  will  assure  that  paperwork  burden  demands  on  the 
public  will  be  kept  to  the  miniumum. 

C.  Regulatory  Analysis:  Not  required . 

D.  Need:  To  implement  the  provisions  of  the  Paperwork  Reduction  Act  of  1980  (Pub.  L  96- 
511)  related  to  improving  the  economy  and  efficiency  of  the  government  and  the  private 
sector  by  improving  Federal  information  policymaking  and  reducing  the  paperwork  burden 
demand  on  the  public. 

E.  Legal  Authority:  Public  Health  Service  Act,  as  amended;  Papenwork  Reduction  Act  of  1980 
(Pub.  L  96-511). 

F.  Chronology:  Nofte . 

G.  Regulatory  FlexSylity  Analysis  Required:  Yes . 


Frank  H.  Seubold,  Ph.  D,  Acting  Director,  Office  of 
Health  Maintenance  Organizations.  Park  Buktng, 
12420  Parklawn  Drive.  RockviMe.  MO  20857,  (301) 
443-4106. 


Robert  L  Spencer.  PHS  Regulations  Officer.  Office  of 
the  Assistant  Secretary  for  Health.  Room  17006. 
Parklawn  Bldg  .  Rockville.  MO  20857.  (301)  443-6330. 


Or.,  Gooloo  S.  Wunderlich.  Associate  Director  lor  Statis¬ 
tical  Policy.  Office  of  Health  Research,  Statistics  and 
Technology,  Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Health,  Room  17A46.  Parklawn  Building.  5600  Fishers 
Lane.  Rockville.  MO  20857,  (301)  443-2940. 
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